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WE ARE GLAD TO SEE that the exertions of this Jour- 
nal, in the cause of the Certificate Tax, are at last begin- 
ning to show tangible promise of fruit. Mr. Denman 
has, as our readers will be aware from our Parliamen- 
tary columns, given notice of a motion on the subject, 
and we have learnt that Messrs. Orpen & Ellis, two of 
the leading solicitors in Ireland, have recently had an in- 
terview with the Chancellor of the Exchequer, in which 
they elicited a promise which, if not of much value for its 
own sake, at least shows that the Government are alive 
to the strength of the purpose likely to be brought to 
bear on them. Mr. Gladstone is reported to have said 
that, in the event of a resolution of the House, favour- 
able to the abolition of the tax, the Government would 
be ready to act. “Thank you for nothing,” the profes- 
sion may perhaps be ready to reply, but, if the offer 
shows little good-will, it is not altogether devoid of in- 
dications of apprehension, which will serve our turn at 
least as well, and call for less gratitude. 








IN THE COURSE OF SOME REMARKS which we ven- 
tured to make in a recent number on the judicial 
peculiarities of Lord Deas, the Scotch judge, we called 
attention to the manner in which a certain cause, Paton v. 
Craig, had been disposed of by the Court of Session, and 
in particular on the singular opinion attributed to Lord 
Deas, that “the incarceration of the husband was often 
the best thing that could happen to a wife.” We relied 
on what appeared to us to be a professional report of the 
matter in the Scotsman. We are glad, however, to 
learn, by the following paragraph in the Scotsman of the 
13th instant, that its report of the case was an “erratum,” 
as our lay contemporary classically calls a mis-report:— 

Court or Session—ErratumM.—An article appearing in 
the Solicitors’ Journal (an English legal publication), calls 
our attention to an obvious misreport of a remark made by 
Lord Deas in a recent case, Paton vy. Craig. From the re- 
marks of our English contemporary, we perceive that Lord 
Deas was made to say that ‘‘the incarceration of the hus- 
band was often the best thing that could happen to the 
wife.” No such remark was made, nor could have been 
in the circumstances of the case-—the question having been 
an allegation by a wife that a deed of security she had 
granted over her property for her husband’s debt, to save 
him from incarceration, was a sufficient allegation that the 
deed had been granted through force or fear. And on that 
question Lord Deas remarked to the effect that he ‘‘ knew of 
no better reason for a wife granting a security over her pro- 
perty, than to save her husband from being incarcerated for 

ebt.” 

This is certainly a very different version of the judi- 
cial dictum, and we now cheerfully acquit the learned 
judge of any want of right feeling in regard to the con- 
jugal relations. Nay, we quite agree with his lordship. 

We wish we could agree with him oftener, but a puisne 
judge who so frequently and so very dogmatically dif- 
fers from his brethren on the bench, must, now and then, 
expect a little unfavourable comment, and even, possibly, 
an occasional “ erratum” in the reports of his forensic 
annotators. 

WE opsERVE the following paragraph in several ot 
the Scotch papers :— 

Law oF DEATHBED IN ScoTLAND.—The Faculty of Pro- 
curators in Scotland propose to ask the Lord Advocate to 
introduce in the present session the following brief but very 
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important bill :—‘‘ Whereas it is expedient that the right of 
challenge on the head of deathbed should be extinguished : 
Be it therefore enacted, &c., that no deed executed, or act 
done, from and after the passing of this Act, shall be subject 
to challenge on the head of deathbed.” ‘The effect of the 
above will be to prevent invalidation of wills leaving heri- 
table property, onvaccount of their being made'within sixty 
days of death, or after the festator was seen at kirk or 
market. 

What legal body corresponds to the description “ The 
Faculty of Procurators in Scotland” we are not aware ; 
but the law reform they are here said to desire has, 
we believe, long been sought for, and it is, we think, 
very much to be approved. Formerly, when real 
estate was the principal and most valuable kind of pro- 
perty, and when neither the stock exchange was so 
powerful nor the profits of trade so great as they are 
now, this law of deathbed may have been highly use- 
ful and beneficial. But at the present day, it is a 
senseless anachronism. To insure its repeal it is 
enough to state that while a testator in Scotland can 
will away thousands of personal estate five minutes 
before he dies, he could not dispose of a rood of land 
unless the settlement or other deed was executed sixty 
complete days before his death. 

It is, on the other hand, not a little remarkable that a 
law substantially the same at present prevails in Ire- 
land, for by the 7 & 8 Vict. c. 97, entitled “ An Act for 
the more effectual application of charitable donations 
and bequests in Ireland,” it is enacted (s. 16)— 

That after the commencement of this Act no donation, 
devise, or bequest, for pious or charitable uses in Ireland, 
shall be valid to create or convey any estate in lands, tene- 
ments, or hereditaments, for such uses, unless the deed, 
will, or other instrument containing the same, shall be dul 
executed three calendar months, at least, before the deat 
of the person executing the same, and unless every such 
deed or instrument, not being a will, shall be duly registered 
in the office for registering deeds in the city of Dublin, within 
three calendar months after the execution thereof. 

The considerations which originally conduced to the 
law of deathbed in Scotland were, we believe, precisely 
the same as those whlch plainly led to the passing of 
this Irish Act; and at first sight it seems anomalous to 
abolish such alaw in the one country while you retain 
it in the other, although in a restricted sense. But, of 
course, the social, religious, and political circumstances 
of the two countries make all the difference. 

PUNISHMENT FOR NOT ATTENDING CHURCH is not, in 
the present day, a remedy for irreligion which recom- 
mends itself to men’s minds, and it therefore gave us 
great gratification to observe that Mr. Clifford; im-Par- 
liament, on Wednesday, the 1st of March, moved for 
and obtained leave to bring in a bill for the abolition of 
fines for non-attendance at a place of divine worship on 
Sunday. It was not generally supposed until last year 
that any law remained unrepealed under which such a 
punishment could have been inflicted ; but in the sum- 
mer several cases occurred, in one of which a man was 
punished for breach of a contract to go to church onee 
every Sunday.* The were also several convictions 
under the Lord’s Day Act (29 Car. 2 ¢. 7), and these 
led to considerable discussion on the subject of punish- 
ments for not attending church. This bill, which has 
been read a first time, is directed against an act, passed 
in the first year of Queen Elizabeth, cap. 2, the 14th 
section of which provides, that from and after the said 
feast of the nativity of St. John the Baptist next com- 
ing, all and every person and persons inhabiting within 
the realm, or any other of the Queen’s Majesty's 
dominions, shall diligently and faithfully, having no 
lawful or reasonable excuse to be absent, endeavour 
themselves to resort to their parish church or chapel 
accustomed, or upon reasonable let thereof, to sone 
usual place where common prayer and such service « 
God Shall be used in such time of let, upon every 

* 8 Sol. Jour. 875, 
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Sunday, and other days ordained and used to be kept 
as holy days, and then and there to abide orderly 
and soberly during the time of the common prayer, 
preaching or other service of God there to be used 
and ministered; upon pain of punishment by the 
censures of the church, and also upon pain that every 
person so offending shall forfeit for every such offence 
twelvepence, to be levied by the churchwardens of the 
parish where such offence shall be done, to the use of 
the poor of the same parish, of the goods, lands, and 
tenements of such offender, by way of distress; and also 
against an Act of the twenty-third year of the same 
reign, which enacts that every person above the age of 
sixteen years not repairing to some church or chapel, or 
usual place of common prayer, for one month, shall for- 
feit the sum of £20, and after twelve months of such 
neglect shall be bound in two sureties in the sum of 
£200 at least, to good behaviour. In the third year of 
James [. the 14th section of the Act of the first of Eliza- 
beth was re-enacted ; and in the thirty-first year of 
George III, it was enacted that all the laws made and 

rovided for the frequenting of divine service on the 
wk day, should still be in force. 

The bill now before the house contains a schedule of 
the parts of Acts to be repealed; it is very short, and our 
readers will perhaps not object to our inserting it here 
entire, as being a curiosity in legislation:— 

“ SCHEDULE. 
“] Elizabeth, chapter 2 section 14. 
“ 23 Elizabeth, chapter 1, section 5. 
“3 James, chapter 4 section 27. 
31 George 3, chapter 32, section 9.” 

By a remarkble ees 2 this schedule, though so 
short, is four times as long as it ought to be. The first 
and third items in this list were wholly repealed by the 
9 & 10 Vict ¢. 59, as might have been seen by reference 
to that Act, and the fourth item does not seem to us 
entitled to a place in the schedule, as, if the 5th section 
of the Ist chapter of the 23rd of Elizabeth be repealed, 
there will be no longer anything on which it can operate. 
Probably no practical evil can arise from the repeal of 
any Act taking place twice over, but the draftsman has, 
in this instance, lost sight of a very important Act, and 
given evidence of a slovenly mode of working which, 
to use the mildest language, does him no credit. 

With regard, however, to the intention of the pro- 
moters of this bill, it will be generally acknowledged 
that the infliction of pains and penalties for not attend- 
ing church are not suited to the spirit of the times, 
which certainly deprecates any interference with per- 
sonal religion, if it does not go further and advocate 
even too great latitude with regard to religious observ- 
ances, and in particular, the observance of the Sabbath. 
Whatever, indeed, may be the general opinion on this 
subject we do not hesitate to say that, in the present day, 
a law directed against persons who do not go to church 
could only be oppressive whenever put in motion, 
because the obvious effect of its universal application 
would be that one section of the population would go to 
church for the sole purpose of saving the fine, and 
another would pay the fine in order to stay away 
systematically. It is hard to say on which of these 
parties the law in question would press more odiously, 
while as to the remainder, who would go from motives 
unconnected with the law, it would obviously be a dead 
letter. 

Tue West Lonpon Association for the Suppres- 
sion of Immorality has commenced a “raid” upon 
the Regent-street prostitutes, with an evident determi- 
nation to suppress their scandalous calling. It was the 
opinion of the members of this association that the Me- 
tropolitan Police Act, 2 & 3 Vict. c. 47, gave power to 
the police to act in this matter without the intervention 
or complaint of one of the public, and we now have 
before us a copy of the correspondence the association 
have had with Sir Richard Mayne on the subject. 

Ih their first letter, addvessed to the Chief Commis- 








sioner of Police through one of his subordinates, the 
association say—~“ The prostitute nuisance, of which 
complaint is made, is not the mere passing of a common 
prostitute from one locality to another, but the parading 
of numbers, backwards and forwards, opposite the same 
houses for many hours consecutively, occasionally con- 
gregating in groups of three or six together, so that the 
entire pavement, for that length of time, becomes an 
open market where brazen-faced prostitutes solicit and 
fiercely compete for hire.” After describing the injury 
done to the tradesmen of the neighbourhood by this 
crowd, and showing the character of the women who 
compose it, the letter proceeds:—“ The clauses of the 
Metropolitan Police Act, to which the committee request 
your particular attention, are those which enact a fine or 
imprisonment for the following offence:—Every com- 
mon prostitute or night-walker loitering or being in any 
thoroughfare or public place for the purpose of prosti- 
tution or solicitation, to the annoyance of the inhabi- 
tants or passengers. It is respectfully submitted that, 
notwithstanding this enactment, the offence above spe- 
cified is perpetually committed within view of the 
constable, and he does not take the offender into cus- 
tody without warrant as the law directs.” 

Sir Richard Mayne, in a reply conspicuous for its 
brevity, says:—“TI have to acquaint you that the law 
which you quote does not authorize the police to inter- 
fere, unless proof can be given of annoyance to some 
inhabitant or passenger by the prostitute at the time. 
If such proof can be given by any of the police who 
witnessed the annoyance, or by some inhabitant or pas- 
senger, the law can be enforced, but not upon any gene- 
ral considerations of immorality or such incidental evils 
as are stated in your letter.” 

The association again returns to the charge and writes: 
—Tn reply to your requirement that the inhabitant or 
passenger shall have felt annoyed at the coincident 
moment that the constable witnesses the offence, it is 
respectfully submitted that street prostitution is unlike 
other thoroughfare offences, such as assaults and certain 
other offences which are sudden and unforseen in their 
character, that prostitution is not a merely periodically 
recurring offence, having intervals wherein it is less 
hurtful to the community. On the contrary, it is a 
continuous offence—always an annoyance to the inhabi- 
tants—day and night, in fact it never ceases as long as 
there are passers by on the pavement likely to have any 
money in their pockets. It follows that your insisting 
that the inhabitant shall have witnessed it at a coinci- 
dent time with the constable, has no application to the 
case at issue, for tliat coincidence of time may be brought 
about at any moment you may think fit to direct a 
constable’s attention to the fact that a well-known 
prostitute walks the streets, If two witnessing parties 
are necessary to constitute the offence, you have the 
aggrieved inhabitant as one, always protesting against it 
except when in his bed and asleep, you have only to tell 
the constable to witness it, and that peculiar conjuncture 
you insist on takes place, of an inhabitant having re- 
spectable people scared from the front of his house by 
prostitutes and thieves congregated on the pavement, 
and the police seeing them there and knowing them to 
be such. The prohibitory clause in the Police Act 
against loitering prostitutes is one of a series of seven- 
teen, All of them are directed against thoroughfare 
nuisances, and the concluding paragraph equally applies 
to each and all of them. This last paragraph throws on 
the police the duty of taking into custody the person 
who shall have offended against any one of the deicnes, 
and, as if to remove all obstacles to the police doing so 
summarily, the clause unmistakeably specifies that if 
the offence be committed within his view, he may take 
up such offender without warrant.” 

To this Sir Richard Mayne rejoins :—* I have only to 
point out to you in answer to your observations as to 
the legal authority of the police to enforce the law 
against prostitutes, that in the enactment on the subject 
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these are the words :—‘ To the annoyance of inhabitants 
or passengers,’ of which, therefore, proof is required to 
constitute the offence and to justify the interference of 
the police.” , 

We need hardly tell our readers that the arguments 
used by the association to enforce their view of the law 
upon the Chief Commissioner of Police, although ex- 
tremely ingenious, are altogether fallacious, as, being 
founded on false premises, they naturally arrive at an 
incorrect conclusion. 

The section referred to is the 54th of the Act before 
mentioned, which inflicts a penalty on persons commit- 
ting any offence mentioned in the seventeen paragraphs 
contained in the section, and enacts that “it shall be 
lawful for any constable belonging to the Metropolitan 
Police force to take into custody, without warrant, any 
person who shall commit any such offence within view 
of any such constable.” The clause referring to prosti 
tutes has been already set out at length, Now it is 
quite clear that the words “to the annoyance of the 
inhabitants or passengers,” which are only inserted in 
three other clauses of the seventeen comprised in this 
section, must have been inserted with a specific design, 
namely, to protect the inhabitants, because, had the in- 
tention been to punish the prostitute as such, this clause 
would have had that operation without the concluding 
words ; and that the clause must be interpreted as if it ran 
thus :—Every common prostitute or night-walker an- 
noying the inhabitants or passengers by loitering, Ke. 

Sir Richard Mayne has, without doubt, put the right 
interpretation upon the Act, and we cannot say that we 
see any reason to regret that the law stands as it is, 
That the public are at any moment able to put the law 
in force for themselves, is conclusively shown by the 
success which has attended Mr. Dolby’s very laudable 
exertions in the cause, and we confess that we have more 
faith in a society like that whose correspondence we have 
referred to than in the desultory and spasmodic action 
of solitary police constables. The members of this so- 
ciety have their own interests to protect, and by the aid 
of the law are well able to do so. 

During the course of one of the numerous cases heard 
before Mr. Knox at Marlborough-street, the solicitor 
who appeared for the defence is reported to have said 
that “if it was an offence for prostitutes to walk the 
streets, the Legislature ought to take steps to prevent 
their doing so.” We believe we are right in saying that 
it is not an offence for prostitutes to walk the streets; 
that is to say, that the offence consists not in their pre- 
sence, but in their conducting themselves so as to annoy 
the residents or passers-by. We are bound to say that 
the particular women selected by Mr. Dolby for prose- 
eution seem to have been peculiarly offensive in their 
demeanour, and we are sure that the “prostitute nui- 
sance” must be quite intolerable to the respectable in- 
habitants of the Quadrant, and we rejoice to learn from 
the united testimony of Mr. Dolby himself and the 
police, that “since the convictions, there has been a great 
Improvement in the street, the place not being like 
the same place.” At the same time, we must repeat 
eur conviction that the law as it stands is quite 
strong enough to deal with this blot in our social 
system, so far as it can be dealt with by law, and we 
believe that the disinclination of the magistrates to 
appear to deal harshly with a fallen and struggling 
class of the community has resulted in their being 
treated with a leniency more admirable as a principle 
than as an example to be servilely followed. 





BANKRUPTCY REFORM. 
( Continued.) 

Our readers are now sufficiently acquainted with the 
opinions of the Lord-Advocate of Scotland upon this 
subject, and in resuming it, we think we can most use- 
fully contribute to its legal and popular discussion by 
noticing a few of the more remarkable suggestions that 
we find current in the lay press, Encomiums on, if not, 





at least a strong preference for, the Scotch law, more or 
less enter into these views; but we observe with some 
interest a disposition on the part of the Scotch people 
themselves (who ought to be good judges of their system) 
to offer a diversion from English praises of their bank« 
ruptcy law, better though it may well be than the system 
established by Lord Westbury’s Act. A deputation from 
the Edinburgh Chamber of Commerce, and the Scottish 
Trade Protection Society, waited the other day on the 
Lord-Advocate, and urged on his attention several reforms 
in the Scotch law, one of which, as we learn from the 
following extract from the report of the meeting, was the 
present Scotch Bankruptcy Act :— 

‘The next matter propounded was the amendment in 
certain particulars of the Scotch Bankruptey Act, which, it 
was admitted, had, as a whole, worked well for the country. 
This subject was stated by Mr. Harrison, and Mr. Lindsay, 
and supported by Mr. Richardson, Mr. M‘Laren, and 
others. ‘The first point suggested was the application of a 
debtor's private estate, after his private debts were liqui- 
dated, towards the debts of the copartnery ; and the next 
was the best means of overtaking with punishment a fraudu- 
lent debtor. These suggestions gave rise to a full diseussion, 
and illustrative instances were quoted to show the necessity 
of legislation. The Lord-Advocate joined with much inte- 
rest in the conversation, and besides promising to give the 
subject his earnest consideration, expressed his anxiety to 
extend, in the way best fitted to protect both debtor and 
creditor, legislative sanction and supervision to private 
trusts.” 

The proposal, however, to assimilate to the Scotch law, 
as well as any other similar reform, of course, assumes 
that we are to have a bankruptcy law of some kind or 
other; but the following, which we take from the money 
article of a recent number of the Zimes, advocates a 
different system altogether, suggesting, in fact, that there 
need be no bankruptcy law at all, as in America. 

The following note on the bankruptcy question sug- 
gests a view of the case which has never been popularly 
discussed, but is strongly entertained in some commercial 
quarters :-— 

‘*When the Bankruptcy Law was created, the reasons in 
its favour were so based, both on expediency and humanity, 
as arefuge against the frightful powers then available on 
the part of a creditor against a debtor, as to cause it, through 
succeeding time, to be regarded with a traditionary reverence, 
as if it were blended with the very first principles of mer- 
cantile life. But, all the means of oppression on the part of 
a creditor having been swept away, an inquiry may fairly be 
made whether the exceptional legislation which was found 
requisite as a counterpoise should not now be swept away 
also. A law that, under certain circumstances, frees a man 
from all future liability for unpaid debts must, in any case, 
be regarded as an artificial one, and consequently there are 
persons who contend that the bankruptcy system not only 
leads, in its present shape, to much demoralization, but that 
the reason for the failure of all attempts hithertoo made for 
its amendment consists in the impossibilty of adapting that 
which is inherently unsound in principle to the practical and 
equitable habits of natural business, If there were no 
bankruptcy law, a trader finding himself in difficulty would 
make an assignment of his assets for the benefit of all his 
creditors, and as he would be unable to threaten them with 
the expenses of the court and the certainty of his final escape 
from liability, he would have every inducement to promote 
an honest liquidation, since his discharge would depend 
solely upon their approval of his proceedings. As a general 
rule, the fault of creditors is not that they are too severe but 
that they are too lax, partly for the blind gratification of 
self-esteem and benevolence, and partly from the indis- 
position to waste time in disputes over a losing affair. Often, 
moreover, there is a conciousness that if the history of the 
debt were to be minutely inquired into, the conduct of the 
creditor would be found more culpable than that of the 
debtor. If it be urged that it would be very hard to allow a 
single creditor to hold out and refuse a discharge when all 
the others were willing to grant it, the answer is that there 
can be no harm in any man demanding the fulfilment of a 
plain contract not founded on an immoral basis, and that 
the hardship must be in a law which virtually. confiscates his 
claim without his consent, As to the possibility of oppress 








408 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Mar. 18, 1865. 








sion, none can now exist. He cannot permanently lock up 
his debtor and injure society by preventing him from earn- 
ing a livelihood, and it is also to be borne in mind that a 
creditor who resisted a merciful course would, by outraging 
ublic opinion, damage himself much more than his debtor. 
f, too, the claim were large compared with the claims of 
the other creditors, he would certainly have the best right 
to judge as to the course he should adopt; while, on the 
other hand, if it were small, and the creditors generally 
thought it desirable for their own interests that the insolvent 
should be freed and put ina position to resume business, 
they could easily among themselves subscribe the amount, 
and look for its reimbursement from the future efforts of the 
person in whom they are thus disposed to place confidence, 
and to invite on his behalf the confidence of the commercial 
public. The plea that it is highly proper % failed trader 
should be enabled as soon as possible to resume operations 
would certainly be fulfilled to the extent desirable. At 
present the evil is that there is little distinction between 
the honest bankrupt who deserves and receives the sympathy 
of all his creditors, and the adventurer who stops for a 
quarter of a million after trading for a year or two, and who 
subsequently is found to live on the same scale as_ before his 
disaster. Indeed, the latter are the people who are usually 
seen speedily figuring again in large operations, and it is for 
the public to judge whether it is worth while to maintain an 
artificial Jaw in order that this class should prey upon them 
and command immunity. In the United States itis thought 
that much of the laxity that otherwise characterizes pe- 
cuniary transactions is corrected or neutralized by the 
absence of a bankruptcy law, and most persons will 
believe that in a country where the practice of con- 
stituting ‘preference creditors” is tolerated there must 
be some peculiarity to enable us to account for the 
aviodance of complete commercial anarchy. It is true 
that upon a memorable occasion the Americans clamoured 
for a bankruptcy law and obtained it. This was after the 
panic of 1837, when the merchants of New York, Philadel- 
phia, and New Orleans were in debt to this country to the 
amount of at least twenty or thirty millionssterling. There 
was no difference of opinion as to the expediency of wiping 
this off, but as soon as that necessity had been complied 
with the objectionable character of the law was again re- 
cognised, and its repeal was enacted. Such are a few of 
the arguments now brought forward, and whatever weight 
may be attached to them they will perhaps have the useful 
effect of inducing Parliament to precede any discussions on 
the amendment of the law by a short inquiry, to satisfy 
themselves and the public that they are not wasting their 
time, and that the law itself is absolutely necessary se 

‘*Sir,—The Lord Chancellor, in his letter to Mr. Paget, 
M.P., asking the mercantile community to suggest some 
better mode of administering bankrupts’ estates than the 
existing law affords, 

“If he will condescend to borrow the hint from our 
American cousins, I would suggest to him to follow their 
example and abolish the bankruptcy practice, and imprison- 
ment for debt along with it. 

«The effect of this would be, than a debtor would be com- 
pelled to realize his estate to the best possible advantage, 
and satisfy the claim of every individual creditor (a minority 
being no longer bound by the majority, as at present), for 
until he did so he could never hope to commence business 
again on his own account. 

“It may be said such a system would be hard upon 
debtors. I grant it. The suggestion ismade in the interest 
of creditors, and not of debtors, who have long enough en- 
joyed the consideration of an opposite system. , 

**T am, Sir, your obedient servant, 
gcc ae 





MORTGAGE DEBENTURE BILL. 


We do not recollect ever having seen a more inde- 
fensible—our ignorance of any possible motive for such 
a proceeding alone prevents us from saying malignant— 
case of misrepresentation than is contained in the lead- 
ing article which appeared in the 7imes of the 27th ult., 
with reference to Lord Naas’s Mortgage Debenture Bill. 

We never have been, and we trust we never will be, 
found among the advocates of “free trade in land,” in 
the meaning now generally attached to that expression. 
We are indeed, and have always consistently been, warm 





friends of every reasonable scheme for the simplification 
of titles, and the diminution of the expense of convey- 
ancing, and, as such, we have earnestly desired and 
zealously laboured to promote the introduction of such 
amendments into the Lord Chancellor’s land registry 
scheme as seemed to us calculated to render that plan 
more generally acceptable to the landowners and their 
advisers; as such, we have strongly supported Mr. Dix 
Hutton’s proposal for the introduction into the United 
Kingdom of Mr. Torrens’s Australian system of registra- 
tion, with such modifications as are imperatively de- 
manded by the different circumstances of an old anda 
new country; but we have always contended that it was 
physically impossible to make “land as easily transferrible 
as stock,” and have consistently deprecated the idea that, 
even if practicable, such a result would be desirable. We 
are, therefore, strongly disposed to quarrel with the bills 
which have been introduced on the subject of land de- 
bentures by Mr. Ayrton and Mr. Scully respectively, on 
the very ground suggested by the Zimes as a point in 
their favour—namely, that those bills do unquestionably 
open to the landowner facilities for gambling with his 
land. But the Mortgage Debenture Bill brought in by 
Lord Naas and Colonel Greville (and which, therefore, we 
may remark en passant, is indorsed by both political 
parties) does nothing of the sort; under that bill the 
rights and powers of the landowner will be precisely 
what they are now—to raise money as and when he 
pleases, by mortgage of his estate. The whole scope of 
the bill is to enlarge the power of certain joint-stock 
companies, to set them free from the disabilities in re- 
spect of the tenure of land to which they are at present 
exposed, and to enable them, first, to lend money on 
mortgage, and, secondly, to speculate, or, if you like, to 
gamble, with the mortgages. What may become of the 
company is, under this scheme, perfectly immaterial to 
the landowner; he has received his money, and is bound 
to repay principal and interest; he has nothing to do 
with the speculations of the company, is not benefitted if 
they succeed, not injured by one shilling if they fail 
utterly. A tolerably full resumé of the Bill itself has 
lately appeased in our columns.* 

We are astonished, therefore, to read in the Zimes, 
as applied to this bill, that— 

‘The landowners will sell the security of their land 
against the insecurity of commercial operations, and pocket 
a portion of the difference. This sounds very good for the 
landowners ; and, so it would be if the present value of 
money and the present relations of commerce could continue 
when the value of a great proportion of the fee simple land 
of England was floating about in paper securities. If two or 
three landowners could do it, or if fifty landowners could do 
it, and could keep the privilege to themselves, they might 
make their profit so long as the company with which they 
dealt continued prudent and prosperous, But in the nature 
of things there would be a rush of such a tempting arrange- 
ment, Thousands would do it. What would happen, then, 
with these hundreds of millions of debentures floating about 
while the enterprising companies were secking opportunities 
all over the world to place their money at any risk for a 
profit? It is what we have never yet seen or even dreamt 
of on the gigantic scale now imagined ; but it is not difficult 
to foretell the general character of what would happen. 
The hungry victims of the vast catastrophe would come 
back in clouds to their only solid security and would eat 
up the land, getting each his little dividend after the 
liquidators and the lawyers had filled themselves full. 
There is as much difference between landed property as we 
see it at the present day, and landed property as these 
gentlemen propose to make it, as there is between an honest 
piece of brown Windsor soap lying ready for our domestic 
use, and the same piece of soap whipped into suds and 
floating about the air in beautiful bubbles,” 

That is to say—we beg to correct ourselves—we would 
have been astonished had we seen so outrageous a mis- 
statement in any other journal of repute. We have 
long ceased to wonder at any amount of ignorance, or— 
worse—which may emanate from Printinghouse-square. 


* 9 Sol. Jour, 396, 
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The conclusion of this article is of a piece with the 
extract already quoted. If wereproduce it here, we desire 
it to be distinctly understood that we do so from no wish to 
give any publicity to the scandalous statement itself, but 
because it is for the public interest that the conduct of a 
journal which exercises so great and so baleful an in- 
fluence over British public opinion, should occasionally 
be seen in all its innate deformity. 

‘There is a certain degree of openness about the measures 
of Mr. Scully and Mr. Ayrton, for they propose to give the 
right of issuing debentures directly to the owner of the land, 
and to let him make the most of it. The competition is 
open to all the world, therefore, and all may start fair upon 
this great wrecking party. The bill of Lord Naas, however, 
seizes upon the newly-found mine, and claims it all for 
“‘the registered joint-stock companies, with a capital of a 
million,” the exact description, if we mistake not, of a cer- 
tain company whereof his lordship is a director if not chair- 
man. This is really too impudent. If the poor landowner 
is to be lured to his ruin and cut up into debentures, he at 
least has a right to a part in the plunder. Goldsmith tells 
us a story of a man ina shipwreck who, when the sailors 
pressed by famine were taking slices from his back to satisfy 
their hunger, was not thought unreasonable when he in- 
sisted upon having the first cut for himself. 





COMMON LAW. 


RAILWAY CoMPANY—COMPENSATION, 
Richet v. Metropolitan Railway Company, EX.Cu., 13 
W.R. 455. 

The decision in this case is remarkable as an example 
of the proverbial uncertainty of legal proceedings. The 
plaintiffs succeeded in the Court of Queen’s Bench, in 
Easter Term, 1864, upon the authority of Senior v. The 
Metropolitan Railway Company, Exch., 11 W. R. 836, 
and, a few days later, another plaintiff succeeded, in 
Cameron v. Lhe Charing Cross Railway Company, 12 
W. R. 803, in the Court of Common Pleas, upon the 
same authority, in establishing the proposition that a 
person who has suffered loss of trade in consequence of 
the traffic past the house he occupies having been dimi- 
nished by a railway company in the course of the execu- 
tion of their works, is entitled to compensation under the 
Lands Clauses Act, 1845, s. 68. In Senior's case the four 
judges of the court were all agreed in following the 
earlier case of Chamberlain v. West End Railway Com- 
pany, Q.B., 11 W.R. 472, Ex.Ch., 617; oneof them, as we 
shall presently see, has now charged his opinion. In the 
Queen’s Bench, where the principal case was argued, the 
Court was also unanimous in following Chamberlain’s 
case, which had been decided by themselves. In the 
Common Pleas, Byles, J., whilst bowing to the decisions 
of two Courts of co-ordinate jurisdiction, expressed 
neither concurrence with, nor dissent from, them; 
Willes, J., and Keating, J., however, gave their assent to 
them. All three Courts, therefore, had considered the 
question we have stated above, and two had come to the 
same conclusion upon it; the third (with the exception 
of Erle, C.J., who intimated a doubt on the subject) sub- 
mitted to that conclusion without any hesitation. Thus, 
eleven out of the fifteeen judges were agreed. 

Such was the state of the law when Cameron’s case 
and the principal case were put down for argument in 
the Exchequer Chamber. The latter came on first for 
hearing before Erle, C.J., Pollock, C.B., Pigott, B., and 
Byles and Keating, JJ. (Bramwell, B., was present during 
a part of the argument, but took no part in the judg- 
ment). Of these five judges the three first overruled the 
judgment of the Court below, and thus, in effect, upset 
the opinion of eleven judges. All the cases in the three 
courts were decided, according to the judgment of 
Erle, C.J., upon a misconception of Chamberlain v. West 
End Railway Company (an Exchequer Chamber decision, 
in which the learned judge had himself taken part), and, 
therefore, “so far as they were founded on that miscon- 
ception,” were to be corrected. As Pollock, 0.B., who 
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was another of the judges who decided that case in the 
Exchequer Chamber, concurred with the majority in the 
principal case, we presume that he also was satisfied that 
the previous decision had been misinterpreted; at the 
same time it is worth observing, that had Cameron’s case 
come on before the principal case, the result would very 
possibly have been different, and the current of authori- 
ties confirmed; the Exchequer Chamber would then have 
been made up of judges from the Queen’s Bench and Ex- 
chequer, and the members of the former Court would 
hardly have been likely to reverse two of their own de- 
cisions. 

We now proceed to explain the effect of this most im- 
portant decision, which is very favourable to the interests 
of railway companies, and, as we shall show, very preju- 
dicial to persons who have been “injuriously affected ” 
by the execution of the railway works. The plaintiff 
was lessee of a public-house in Crawford-passage, along 
which was a public footway, crossing Coppice-row. The 
defendants, in the course of executing their works, 
placed a hoarding in Coppice-row, and placed steps to 
enable foot passengers to pass up on one side and down 
the other side of a bridge over the hoarding. They 
did this in accordance with their statutory duties, and 
after twenty months restored the premises to their 
original state. Whilst the bridge remained, the number 
of passengers along Crawford-passage was diminished, 
and the plaintiff’s profits from the sale of refreshments 
diminished in proportion. The question was whether, 
these being the facts of the case, the plaintiff was en- 
titled to compensation under 8 & 9 Vict. c. 18, s. 68, in 
respect of his lands, or of any interest therein, “ inju- 
riously affected” by the execution of the company’s 
works. It was contended on the part of the plaintiff 
that damage to the goodwill of the trade carried on in 
the house was an injurious affection within the meaning 
of the statute, and reliance was placed on the decisions 
of the three courts below in the cases of Chamberlain, 
Senior, and Cameron. The defendants made a twofold 
answer to this argument. First, they insisted that if 
there had been no statute protecting them, the plaintiff 
would have had no cause of action against them for the 
special damage caused by the obstruction of the highway; 
and that as he would have had no cause of action, he had 
no right to compensation (Penny v. South Eastern Rail- 
way Company, 5 W. R. 612). Secondly, that even as- 
suming an action could have been maintained, had there 
been no statute, yet the plaintiff was not entitled to com- 
pensation, because no compensation could be claimed 
unless Jand was injuriously affected, and in this case 
nothing was affected but a mere personal interest of the 
plaintiff. 

With regard to the first point, it was admitted to be 
clear that if there would have been no action, there could 
be no claim for compensation. And the Court decided 
that special damage, consisting in loss of custom caused 
by the obstruction of a highway, was not actionable. In 
Pain v. Patrich, Carthew, 194, it is said that a particular 
damage, in order to sustain an action, ought to be direct, 
and not consequential. Some doubt was thrown on 
the decision in Wilkes v. Hungerford Market, 2 Bing. 
N. C. 281, which was relied on by the plaintiff; and it 
was also, assuming it to have been correctly decided, 
distinguished on the ground that there, although the 
special damage consisted of loss of custom, there were 
special circumstances, which made such loss, in fact, the 
direct and immediate consequence of the obstruction 
complained of. In the principal case, however, all that 
happened was (in the words of the judgment), “that 
some unknown travellers, with a free option to pass from 
north to south by Crawford-passage or any other pass, 
have chosen some other pass because they did not like the 
steps at Coppice-row.” There was no obstruction direct 
to the plaintiff whereupon he could found a cause of 
action; and certainly the passing traveller could have no 
cause of action. It would be unreasonable, therefore, 
where neither the plaintiff nor the passer-by were 
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directly injured by the obstruction, to permit it to 
become a cause of action to the plaintiff by indirect con- 
sequence, simply because the travellers exercised their 
choice as to their path and their refreshment. Byles and 
Keating, JJ., dissented from this reasoning. They relied 
on Wilkes’ case as being an unshaken decision, and 
accordingly held that, under the circumstances of the 
principal case, an action would have lain. “ Chamber- 
lain’s case,’ they said, “seems to conclude the matter; 
for although in that case the obstruction was permanent, 
that could only be a question of degree upon the point 
whether an action would lie.” Neither there, nor in 
Senior’s or Cameron’s cases, were the houses themselves 
injured. In all three cases the complaint was of an ob- 
struction interfering prejudicially with the trades carricd 
on in the houses. 

The decision of the court on this first point really 
decided the case in favour of the defendants, but the 
elaborate judgment delivered by Erle, C.J., deals also 
with the second point, on the assumption that an action 
would have lain for the obstruction, had there been no 
statute. Upon this second question also the decision of 
the majority was adverse to the plaintiffs, it being held 
that the loss of the profits of a business is not an injury 
to land within the meaning of 8 & 9 Vict. c. 18, 5. 68, 
unless land has been taken. It was admitted to 
be the duty of a company to pay for all the loss of what- 
ever kind caused by the expulsion of the owner, (Jubb 
v. Hull Dock Company, 9 Q. B. 457.) “But the present 
claim,” said Erle, C,J., “is made in respect of lands in- 
juriously affected, where no land has been taken, and if 
it was held that a claim could be sustained for every loss 
of profit which a jury could attribute to an obstruction 
of a highway by a railway in the execution of their 
works, the liabilities in a dense population would be in- 
numerable.” We cannot but acknowledge the force of 
this reasoning, which, moreover, was strengthened by a 
reference to Leg. v. London Dock Company, 5 A. & E. 
163, a decision often cited in all the courts and (we 
quote again from the judgment) “uniformly as a bind- 
ing decision standing on solid grounds.” This language 
is hardly warranted by the facts, for on referring to 
Chamberlain’s case we find that Cockburn, C.J., considered 
Reg. v. London Dock Company to have been practically 
overruled by the considered judgment in Feg. v. Eastern 
Counties Railway Company, 2 Q. B. 847. In the prin- 
cipal case, Chamberlain v. West End Railway Company, 
supra, was distinguished on the ground that there the 
houses themselves of the plaintiff were injured. The 
arbitrator, it is true, gave compensation because the 
houses had been rendered less suitable for shops, but the 
principle of compensation, according to Erle, C.J., was 
the injury to the houses themselves. Byles and Keating, 
J.J., however, were unable to assent to this proposition, 
and on this second point, as well as on the first, were in 
favour of the plaintiff. We may add here, as a matter of 
information to our readers, that Cameron’s ease, which, 
together with the principal case, was put down for argu- 
ment in the Exchequer Chamber, was disposed of after 
the judgment of the Court was delivered in the principal 
case, without argument, in accordance with the rules of 
law laid down in such judgment. 

Loss of the profits of a trade, therefore, is no longer 
the subject of compensation under the Lands Clauses 
Act, unless land is actually taken ; nor, as a general 
rule, is it the subject of an action, even when considered 
as a personal injury. The dicta of Pollock, C.B., in 
Senior v. The Metropolitan Railway Company, and of 
Willes, J., in Cameron v. The Charing Cross Railvay 
Company must, accordingly, be considered as unsound ; 
but they are so remarkable and definite, that it is worth 
while to repeat them here. 

“Loss of profits by loss of trade,” said the Chief 
Baron, “is a loss to the goodwill of the business, and 
the goodwill is part of the value of the property.” 
“Damage to a man’s interest in land,” said Willes, J., 
(and the value of this learned judge’s opinion can 





hardly be exaggerated) “necessarily includes damage to 
the business which he carries on upon the land. 
Such an interest is not merely personal; it is an in- 
terest which the man enjoys in respect of the lands, 
a reasonakle expectation of profit from the exercise of 
his abilities in some particular place, by carrying on 
business therein. That reasonable expectation of profit 
is commonly called ‘goodwill,’ ‘and is a marketable 
thing.” If a man loses something which is marketable, 
he is damnified beyond the rest of the community, and 
on the principle “wbi jus, ibi remedium,” should surely 
have his action; and if he have his action, and the 
injury touches his land, ought he not, it may be asked, to 
be entitled to compensation under the statute ? 

We trust that the principal case will be carried to the 
House of Lords. If the ruling of the Exchequer Chamber 
be upheld, another “hard case” will be added to the 
history of English law. The plaintiff would certainly 
appeal with a fair prospect of success, for the opinion of 
the Bench is much divided upon the subject we have 
been discussing. It is very desirable that the highest 
Court in the kingdom should pronounce authoritatively 
upon it, and that the line within which parties seeking 
compensation from railway companies must in future be 
confined, should be clearly and definitely drawn. 

Since these remarks were written, the mischievous 
doctrine contended against has been carried yet further 
on the (we think mistaken) authority of the principal 
case, in the case of Ball vy. London, Chatham and Dover 
Railway Company, in which the Hon. George Denman, 
Q.C., sitting as assessor, has held that the plaintiff 
had no right to compensation for an injury to his 
business as liverystable keeper, by reason of the noise 
occasioned by the traffic on the line. His premises were 
109 feet from the railway, and other property intervened. 
Structural damage to the house from the vibration was 
also alleged, but was not proved. 








REVIEW. 


Capital Punishinent s based on Professor Mittermater's 
** Todesstrafe.” Edited by Joun Macrea Morr, M.A,, 
of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. London: Smith, 
Elder, & Co. 

This is a translation of a hook of great value on one of the 
most important subjects of modern times. A treatise from 
Mittermaier’s pen on any topie connected with the theory 
and practice of the law is worthy of perusal by the profes- 
sion; but there is no subject on which he is more entitled 
to be heard than the one discussed in the work under re- 
view. The events of every day show that this is a subject 
of interest to lawyers, as well as the general public. 

For a long series of years Mittermaier has devoted a large 
portion of his time and abilities to the investigation of this 
most interesting question. He is no theoretical opponent of 
capital punishment, and the advocates of the penalty will 
find in him a fair, though powerful antagonist. 

The work commences with an historical sketch of capital 
punishment and penalties in general, embracing the three 
fundamental ideas of the penal laws of the ancients—1l. Lea 
talionis, 2. Belief in the necessity of the criminal law as a 
deterrent. 8. The notion of making atonement to an of- 
fended Deity. This latter, we may observe in passing, was 
founded as much on ignorance of the attributes of Deity, as 
on that of the nature of atonement. Ordinarily it is the 
offender that offers the atonement, and it must be a volun- 
tary act on his part; but the ancients considered that the 
compulsory offering of the victim by the State, was suffi- 
cient to appease their irascible God, and atone for the offence 
of the criminal. 

Under the head of ‘Humanitarian Doctrines, their bearing 
on the theory of capital punishment,” the author reviews the 
revolutionising tendencies of mankind with reference to 
criminal law, giving credit to England as the country which 
offered the first impulse to speculations on the principle and 
object of penal legislation, whilst French authors were the 
first to broach the subject, referring to Voltaire and Mon- 
tesquien, Sir Thomas More, John Howard, Jeremy Bentham, 
and Sir Samucl Romily, who exercised a wholesome influ- 
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ence on reforming the penal legislation of not only their own 
but other countries. 

The progress of reform in Italy is next considered, and the 
works of Becearia and Filangieri are passed in review, and 
their effect upon, and the progress of legislation in, Tuseany, 
Austria, France, and America, are referred to, and the 
opinions of writers on capital punishment in Germany, 
France, England, North America, and Sweden, are also 
noticed. 

In the chapter devoted to the legislation of the last thirty 
years, Wiirtemberg is said still to threaten death in thirty 
cases, although the codes in some of their enactments re- 
strict the infliction of capital punishment, especially by 
mitigating the penalty on account of diminished imputa- 
bility; by decreeing that culprits under eighteen (in Austria 
under twenty) shall not be executed; and that death shall 
not be inflicted when the verdict is founded on circum- 
stantial evidence alone. By the Code of Brunswick the 
judges may remit the penalty even in crimes threatened 
with death, if attended with a combination of evapo, 
circumstances, and the legal menace is not made absolute 
even for murder, In Frankfurt the National Assembly laid 
down the principle that the abolition of capital punishments 
should be one of the fundamental laws of the nation, except 
in military and naval cases, and was adopted in most of the 
German states which recognised the fundamental laws at all. 
But the reaction called forth by the revolutionary move- 
ments of 1848-49 had its influence on the legislation 
of the German states regarding capital punishment, which 

yas, IN consequence, re-enacted in most of them; but 
still not in the case of many crimes which, in the 
former codes, were threatened with that penalty. Olden- 
burgh, Anhalt, and Nassau alone have not re-introduced the 
punishment of death. The Prussian Code sparingly holds 
out the threat of death. Yet it is more severe than other 
modern codes, and the judges cannot remit that punishment 
in cases of diminished accountability, nor where the criminal 
has passed his sixteenth year. In Austria the punishment 
is threatened in many cases, although the law exempts 
those which are founded on circumstantial evidence, and 
those under twenty-one; so in Bavaria, the threat is now 
much less frequent than in the preceding code. In Ham- 
burgh ‘no alteration has taken place. In Oldenburgh 
death punishment has not been adopted, but imprisonment 
for life has been substituted. In Bremen death punishment 
is retained for murder only. 

In France, by the law of 1832, death punishment for 
several crimes was abolished, and jurics were empowered to 
find verdicts with mitigating circumstances, a power of 
which they have taken advantage, not seldom in utter de- 
fiance of the evidence, whenever they thought the punish- 
ment disproportioned to the offence. By the constitution 
of 1848, death punishment was abolished for so called poli- 
tical crimes. By the law of 1853, attempts on the life of 
the Emperor are punishable with death. In Belgium capital 
punishment is retained, though the number of crimes for 
which it is inflicted has been greatly reduced. The menace 
is only retained in eight cases. In England, as is well known, 
160 crimes were formerly menaced with death; there are now 
only seven, and, in fact, murder alone is now, in practice, capi- 
tally punished. In the reign of Henry VIII. it is said that 
72,000 persons were executed! In America the punishment is 
still retained for ‘‘ murder in the first degree” only. It has 
been entirely abolished in Michigan, Rhode Island, Wis- 
consin. In Tuscany, in 1847, death punishment was abo- 
lished, but by the law of 1852 it was re-introduced, and was 
threatened for many crimes in the penal code in 1853, with 
power for the Court to substitute imprisonment for life under 
extenuating circumstances. By the decree of 1860, Sardinia 
abolished the punishment. In Piedmont, the code of 1859 
threatened death in thirteen cases, with power of mitigating 
the penalties in extenuating circumstances. The republic 
of San Marino excluded from the code of 1859 this punish- 
ment. In Switzerland progress has also been made ; but 
not so in the Netherlands. In Portugal for political crimes 
death is not threatened, and the menace refers only to two 
crimes, and the judge may pass a milder sentence: minors 
under nineteen cannot be so punished. In Wallachia the 
minister of justice proposed to abolish death punishment. 

The author fairly states the theory of State rights in rela- 
tion to punishment, and deals with great ability and in- 
genuity, and with perhaps as much success as the nature of 
the case admits of, with the arguments urged in support of 
it. He opposes the theory which founds criminal be on 





the ‘pattern of divine justice, a theory liable to all 
the objections that hold good against the theocratic 
system. It pretends that God has delegated His own 
justice to the earthly legislator, forgetting that man is desti- 
tute of all the means at the command of the Deity for fully 
appreciating our actions, and for knowing the mode by 
which God intends to maintain the harmony of the world. 
Our whole penal law, viewed in this light, would be a mere 
presumption ; because the legislator cannot possibly know 
whether God had not, in a given ease, previously exercised 
His justice. It is not upon this theory that capital punish- 
ment must rely for its justification—a justification which 
must not be supported by the ancient notion of a wrathful 
God, who must be reconciled by sacrifice, a notion which, 
even if it were true, would be beyond the functions of any 
human government. . 

The Milanese, who are bestirring themselves for the 
abolition of capital punishment, recently wrote a letter to 
Victor Hugo in reference to the erection of a monument to 
Becearia, in which the former says—‘‘ The inviolability of 
human lite is the right of all rights. From this principle 
all others flow. The former is the root; the latter are the 
branches, The scaffold is a permanent crime. It is the 
most insolent of outrages perpetrated against the dignity of 
man, against civilization and progress. Wherever the seaf- 
fold is raised, a blow is dealt at society ; for the crime is 
committed in her name. Italy has been the mother of 
great men, and she is still the mother of great examples. 
She will, I doubt not, abolish this punishment of death. 
. « . « Before long we shall witness the admirable 
spectacle of Italy, with Rome and Venice, and without a 
scaffold.” This, though written in the infiated and 
sententious style for which Victor Hugo is so noted, con- 
tains the germ of some ideas worthy of serious thought. 
Nevertheless we prefer to these sentiments those expressed 
by Earl Russell in his introduction to the new edition of his 
work on ‘‘ English Constitution,” where he says—‘* For my 
own part, I do not doubt for a moment either the right of a 
community to inflict the punishment of death, or the expe- 
diency of exercising that right in certain states of society.” 
Life is sacred. It is given by the Almighty with a posi- 
tive’object, which must be fulfilled here. ‘* What right,” 
it may be said, ‘has society to interpose, and say that man 
has the power to exercise the right to frustrate that object ? 
What right has society to thrust into the presence of his 
God a creature unprepared for his awful change?” If it 
be said that the Mosaic law commands it, it may be an- 
swered, that’our Saviour came to abolish that law, and, in 
the case of the woman taken in adultery, actually did so. 
We have touched, though cursorily, on the theological 
branch of the subject, which is more fully treated of in the 
Rey. H. Christmas’s ‘‘ Christian Politics,” because that 
capital punishment is still occasionally defended on religious 
grounds. 

The doctrine of expiation is very properly refuted, and 
the fallacy upon which it is based is exposed, and it 
is urged, with truth, that it would be more natural to 
impress upon the culprit the conviction that reformation— 
ontrition manifested by deeds—would be the best way 
of expiating his crime. The “deterrent” principle is 
dealt with with great ability, and the possibility of re- 
formation in every case strongly supported, and the duty 
urgently enforced of endeavouring to reform every criminal 
who, by experience, is found to possess some **remains” of 
good—a tender chord—which, when touched by treatment 
suited to his ease and to his peculiar idiosyneracy, will 
vibrate and cause his evil disposition to succumb. This, 
Mittermaier contends, is the only true principle upon which 
criminals can be dealt with. The only objection to this 
amiable theory is, that the experience of mankind revolts 
from it. Salus populi suprema lex. If the death of the 
criminal he essential to the well-being of society, he must 
be sacrificed ‘to the public good. But then the condemna- 
tion of innocent persons affords a strong argument fer 
abolition. ‘We have just escaped,” we are told, ‘in 
Pelizzioni’s case, from the judicial murder of an innocent 
man. If that man had been exeeuted, the whole nation 
would have been so shocked, on the establishment of h’s 
innocence, that the abolition of death punishment would 
have been universally instantly indignantly demanded.” 
We are not satisfied that that is so, still less that if it were, 
it affords any argument either way. It is the infirmity of 
all human institutions that we must rely on human, that 
is, fallible agency; but we are not the less bound to give 
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credence to the evidence before us, and act upon it to the 
best of our ability. 

On the whole, the author contends that the facts and 
evidence he has adduced, and the arguments in support of 
them, warrant the abolition of capital punishment, and the 
substitution in its stead, of imprisonment, and, though we 
differ from his conclusions, we desire to express our sense of 
the literary excellence of his work. Mr. Moir’s labours have 
been executed with ability; his language and style resemble 
more an original work than a translation. 








COURTS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before Vice-Chancellor Sruant). 

March 15.—Zvans v. Middleton and Others.—This case, 
which has occupied the Court for more than three days, 
came on upon a motion for an injunction to restrain an 
action on certain promissory notes and upon two sumimonses 
to tax certain bills of costs. The plaintiff is the agent or 
manager of estates belonging to Mr. Bennet, at Bridgend, 


-near Swansea, and in the suit of Howkins v. Bennet, decided 


in this branch of the court a year and a-half ago, and in various 
other matters, Messrs. Verity & Middleton formerly, and Mr. 
Middleton lately, were employed as his solicitors ; but, the 
case being very complicated, and requiring, as they alleged, 
the presence in London of the legal advisers from time to 
time, they insisted that the firm, or one of them, should be 

aid £5 5s. a-day and all costs and expenses, the plaintiff to 
ol the bills of costs rendered to him every six months, 
and to tax them within one month from their delivery, and 
he (the plaintiff) to give promissory notes for the amount, 
which were eventually given; and it was provided that if 
the bills of costs were not taxed within the month there 
should be no power to have them taxed. Bills of costs were 
paid to a large amount, but some of the promissory notes 
not being paid, an action was brought upon them, and this 
bill was filed to restrain that action, and summonses to tax 
the bills of costs were taken out under the orders of August, 
1864. 

Mr. Malins, Q.C., and Mr. W. W. Cooper appeared for the 
plaintiff; Mr. Bacon, Q.C., Mr. Greene, Q.C., Mr. Osborne, 
Q.C., Mr. Hddis, Ny. Cotton, and Mr. Karslake for the 
defendants. 

The plaintiff was examined vivé voce in court. 

The Vick-CHANCELLOR, without calling for a reply, said 
that at present he was of opinion, without prejudice to what 
might hereafter appear, that, having regard to the extra- 
ordinary circumstances of the case, the most extraordinary 
that ever came before him, and the special wording of the 
agreement between the parties as to the taxation and the 
giving of promissory notes, the 41st section of the Attorneys’ 
and Solicitors’ Act, 6 & 7 Vict. e. 73 did not, but the 39th 
section did, apply to the case, and that the bills of costs could 
be taxed under the statutory jurisdiction of the Court. But, 
however that might be, as there was a bill involving the 
original paramount and inherent jurisdiction of the Court, 
and as it was possible not to say there was a serious case 
to be decided at the hearing of the cause, he thought the 
proper course would be to direct the summonses to stand 
over until the hearing of the cause, and in the meantime 
to grant an injunction to restrain the action upon the pro- 
mussory notes, 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY, 
(Before Mr. Commissioner GouLBURN.) 

March 13.—Jn ve Nixvon.—The bankrupt, who was an 
attorney, came up for examination and discharge. He owed 
asum of £385, of which £285 was due to unsecured credi- 
tors, and £100 to a creditor holding a Dill of sale. The 
assets were returned at £784, being for the most part debts 
due to the bankrupt for professional services rendered ; but 
nothing had yet been realised from them. It being consi- 
dered that the assets should be realised prior to the granting 
of the discharge, a short adjournment was taken. 

(Before Mr, Deputy-Commissioner WrnsLow.) 

March 10.—Jn re John Leigh.*—His Honour now gave 
judgment upon this bankrupt’s application for an order of 
discharge. Reviewing the facts, he said the bankrupt had 
brought himself within the 159th section by contracting 
debts without any reasonable expectation of payment, and 
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by engaging in rash and hazardous speculations. He 
granted the order of discharge upon the conditions that all 
property acquired by the bankrupt by way of inheritance 
should be applied in payment of his debts, and that, if the 
Secretary of State should consent, his pension, over £200 
per year, should also be applied in payment of his debts, 
until five shillings in the pound should have been paid to 
such of the creditors as have proved. 

Mr. Reed was for the assignees; Mr. Sargood, Mr. R. 
Griffiths, and Mr. Brough for creditors ; and Mr. H. Link- 
later for the bankrupt. 

Conditional order accordingly. 

(Before Mr. Registrar Rocur.) 

March 15.—Jn ve A. W. D. Leather.—The bankrupt was 
an attorney, of 44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, and of Prince’s- 
square, Bayswater. The adjudication was on his own peti- 
tion. The statement of atfairs shows a total indebtedness of 
£31,202, of which £14,117 are due to unsecured creditors. 
There is no statement as to assets. The largest unsecured 
creditors are the Union Bank of London, £3,000. The 
principal secured creditors are the Contract Corporation 
(Limited), £8,300; and Mr. Fletcher,, solicitor, Liverpool, 
£5,000. The bankrupt states the causes of his failure to be 
—various losses by bad debts, and in the promotion of rail- 
way and other projects ; loss of credit through incurring 
heavy liabilities for clients ; and to the effect of the recent 
money panic on the most lucrative part of his business— 
negotiating loans and financing for railway contractors. 

This was the sitting for proof of debts and choice of assig- 
nees, Mr. Henry Bond, contractor for public works, Great 
George-street, Westminster, was chosen trade assignee. Mr, 
Sorrell is the solicitor under the proceedings, 





SHERIFFS’ COURT. 
(Betore Mr. Commissioner Kerr.) 

March 15.—Gray v. Neilson.—A useful point of law to 
shopkeepers and householders. —This was an action to recover 
damages alleged to have been sustained in consequence of 
defendant having sent an improper person to receive a parcel 
for a delivery company. 

Plaintiff stated that defendant kept a receiving oflice for 
the Metropolitan Parcels Delivery Company, and he had 
directed him to send one of the company’s men for a carpet. 
The carpet was fetched away by a person not in the service 
of the company. 

Defendant.—I never sent him. My shop is quite open to 
the street. 

Plaintiff.—But there was no one in it at the time I gave 
you directions. 

Defendant.—I did not send any one, and you should have 
seen that the man who eame for the carpet was really the 
company’s servant, 

Plaintitfi.—I considered that he was by his coming from 
you. 

His Honour.—I do not see how you can make defendant 
liable. There is no evidence that he sent the man to you. 

Plaintiffi—Oh ! but the fact of the man calling for the 
carpet proved that defendant sent him, because when I gave 
the instructions there was no one in the shop but myself and 
defendant. 

His Honour.—But the shop was open to the street and 
to the public, and a thief in the street might have heard you 
give defendant the instructions, and then called on you for 
the carpet. 

Plaintiff even then could not understand why defendant 
was not liable. 

His Honour.—It is quite plain. Supposing that a gen- 
tleman in an omnibus was to mention that he was going to 
a tailor’s for a coat, and a dishonest person who knew him 
called at the tailor’s (after overhearing the remark) and ob- 
tained the said coat—is the gentleman to be liable ? 

Plaintiff nonsuited. 





GENERAL CORRESPOND ENCE. 


LrAsEs FoR THREE YEARS. 

Sir,—The point raised by your correspondent, ‘S., 
is not an unimportant one, and, if you can cite any 
eases upon it (the which, last week, you were unable to 
do), an elicit discussion, it would, I think, be of service to 
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your subscribers; for even the law itself respecting these 
agreements for letting, when there is no doubtful point 
arising, is not unfrequently overlooked by solicitors them- 
selves; and I can name the two following instances coming 
recently before ne—the first, where a gentleman advised his 
elient that an agreement he brought to him, and upon which 
dispute had arisen, was a good and valid one, although it 
was for letting — for four and a-half years, and was 
under hand only; and the other case, by an agreement 
under hand, one solicitor agreed to let his offices to another 
solicitor for five years, and it was only when the question of 
the stamp duty chargeable was raised that its being void 
was discovered. 

With regard to the point raised by “S.,” I agree with the 
opinion expressed in your editorial note to his letter, that 
the agreement is void under the Statute of Frauds if see- 
tion 2 is to be construed literally, the words being ‘‘ not 
exceeding the term of three years from the making thereof,” 
and not, for instance, ‘‘ where the term granted, or agreed 
to be granted, shall exceed three years.” But, with defer- 
ence, | think it just open to contention whether the inten- 
tion, if not the true meaning, of the statute, is not that of 
the last words I have quoted, that is, to apply the three 
years to the actual term granted, or period during which the 
relation of landlord and tenant would subsist. ! would also, 
with all respect, submit that the case put by ‘‘S.” is not 
affected (although the general question is) by the 8 & 9 Vict. 
c. 106, but that it would be alone decided under the said 
section 2 of the Statute of Frauds. 

In dealing with the general question, as well as the two 
Acts already named, section 4 of the 7 & 8 Vict. c. 76, 
should be borne in mind. And, while upon the subject, I 
may add that the numerous questions of stamp duty that 
constantly arose prior to the passing of the 23 Vict. ¢. 15, 
have, in most cases, been set at rest by that Act, as by it 
both an agreement to grant a lease (executory only), and an 

eement for letting (operating as an actual demise), are 
chargeable with advalorem lease duty in all cases where the 
term, certain, does not exceed seven years. Thus, ‘‘8.’s” 
agreement, whether or not it be void as a devise, is never- 
eles chargeable with lease duty. H., F. H. 

March 7. 

[It has, we know, been decided that a parol lease ‘for 
three years from to-morrow” is void under the Statute of 
Frauds. The Act of Victoria merely makes a written agree- 
ment, not under seal, void at law where a parol agreement 
would be void under the Statute of Frauds, and thus, 
and thus only, applies to the case put. We are not able 
to quote a decision simply from memory, but know that 
a very moderate search would discover the requisite au- 


thority. —Ed. 8. J.] 





Wantep—Law Crasses, 

Sir,—" In this age of ours,” as Mr. Dickens says, when 
reform and education are supposed to be panaceas for all 
existing evils, and when competitive examinations have to 
be undergone ere one can enter into the haven of practice or 
profit, little has been done towards enabling articled clerks to 

ass those examinations which the Incorporated Law Society 
has appointed. I allude more particularly to the interme- 
diate and final ones, the preliminary being rather a matter 
within the province of the pedagogue than the lawyer, as 
regards preparation. 
ere are solicitors still in existence who remember being 
led into the court, where sat, in awe-inspiring state, a judge, 
who instituted what may be termed the usual inquiries, and 
pronounced the candidate all that could be desired in * One 
of Her, &e.” Many of this ‘‘old school” are still in prac- 
tice, and many of them have articled clerks of the new 
rajimé, who, at the termination of their probationary 
period, will be expected to have been something more than 
** good boys!’ Such men as these, it will be readily ad- 
mitied, are scarcely the best tutors for the embryo lawyer. 
were they willing to give theoretical instruction ; and then 
slike Mr. Squeers—it might be spell draft, and go and 
do it. In what is termed practice, too, the clerk is but 
little better off. Their precedents are numerous, often so 
verbose as to be unintelligible, and abounding in gramma- 
tical errors. With these the clerk becomes, in course of 
time, familiar, and, perhaps, hereafter perpetrates for profit 
these legal monstrosities which present such a fitting butt 
for satire’s shafts. 
Seeing all this, cannot something be done with the “last 





year?” The Inns of Court have appointed readers ; cannot 

something like needful reform be introduced in the sister 

service! Let us have examinations by all means, but pray 

remove our stumbling-blocks. A Law Srvupent. 
March 4, 


THE Union SerrieMENT BItt. 

Sir,—All view Mr. Villier’s bill for union settlements as 
another step towards a national poor rate, the latter being 
only a question of time. The great difficulty seems to be 
how to combine the justice of a national provision for a 
common national object with the constitutional principle 
and the economy of local administration. 1 should like the 
following scheme to be ventilated in your columns, it having 
been already warmly approved by the clerks of two of our 
Essex unions :— 

1. Find the average expenditure of every union in Eng- 
land and Wales for the last three years. 

2. The government to take a vote for the total average 
sum for the next three years, raised by an additional (say) 
sixpence of property and income tax, extinguishing poor 
rate. 

3. The government to pay to each union the average sum, 
ascertained as above, during the ensuing three years, to be 
administered by the existing boards of guardians upon the 
same principles as heretofore, less settlements. 

4, ff the board expend more than the sum so allotted, the 
excess to be provided by rate made as at present. If, on the 
other hand, it expend less, it shall have liberty to expend 
the surplus on a union dispensary, union cottage hospital, 
or some other of the objects authorised by the Act. 

5. At the end of the three years the same process de novo. 

I give the scheme roughly to save space; but I do not 
apprehend any insurmountable difficulty of detail. Looking 
at it broadly it seems to promise these advantages :— 

1. Nothing would be saved by parsimony, and a penalty 
would be entailed by waste. 

2. All would contribute fairly to a common object. 

3. The poor man would be free to take his labour to the 
best market, and wherever he went he would be better 
housed than—to the disgrace of the owners of cottage pro- 
perty-—he has a chance of being at present. 

4, We should get the advantages of centralisation without 
sacrificing those of our old Saxon principle of self-govern- 
ment. AN Essex Ex-orricio GUARDIAN. 





MoRTGAGEEFS AND TrusTeEs Act, 1860—PoweEnr or SALE. 

Sir,—By section 15 of the Act (23 &24 Vict. c. 145), the pers 
son exercising the statutory power of sale has power to con- 
vey and vest in the purchaser the property sold for all the 
estate and interest therein which the person who ereated the 
charge had power to dispose of. Does this section enable a 
mortgagee by demise of leascholds to dispose of the reversion 
or residue of the term left in the mortgagor? and would it 

enable a mortgagee by demise of frecholds to sell the fee? 

CoMEs. 





So.icitors’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCTATION, 
Sir,—In reply to the observations of “J. T. S.,” ‘a subs 
scriber and well-wisher to the Association,” which appeared 
in your Journal of last week, commenting upon the amount 
of relief granted by the Directors of this Association in 
the years 1863-4, to non-members’ fumilies, as compared 
with the amount granted to aembers and their families, 
allow me to state in explanation, that at the general mecting 
of the Members of the Association in October 1862, a reso- 
lution was passed, authorising the Directors to commence 
granting relief to non-meners’ fumilies, At that period a 
very large accumulation of deserving applications had been 
before them for some time, many of which were from the 
widows or daughters of well-known and respected members 
of the Profession who had died before this association was 
in existence, and who could not, consequently, have availed 
themselves of it to become subscribers for the benefit of their 
families. Amongst thirtecn of the most necessitous of these, 
the Board distributed in 1863, the sum of £120, making an 
average grant to each barely exceeding £9. Again, in 1864, 
the sum of £93 was distributed amongst a like number, 
making an average grant in each case of about £7. 

It can hardly be expected at this early period of the 
society’s existence that applications from members and their 
families should be numerous, but whenever they come, they 
take priority of applications from non-members’ families, ant 
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are dealt with by the Board on a more liberal scale. There 
were but three applications under this head in the years 
1863-4 (one of them not a necessitous case), and the amount 
granted amongst them was £65 10s. ; 

Your correspondent expresses an apprehension that ‘if 
the committee go on giving relief in this way, it will be for 
the interest of attorneys who are likely, by any means, to 
require the aid of this society, not to become subscribers, as 
they will be relieved without it.” Allow me further to ex- 
plain that an attorney cannot have relief from this association 
unless he becomes a member. 

I believe all the members of the association will agree with 
“J.T.S.” that ‘ surely every attorney could afford to give one 
guinea a-year to this Association,” and I trust that his sugges- 
tion may meet with unanimous adoption by the Profession at 
the approaching anniversary Festival Tuomas Errre, 

9, Clifford’s-inn, March 5. Secretary. 





Costs in Actions Ar Law. 

Sir, —As there appears to be at the present time a laudable 
anxiety on the part of our greatest lawyers to reform the 
anomalies and absurdities of the statute-book, perhaps you 
will permit me through your columns to draw attention to 
the state of our law as regards the subject of costs in actions 
at law. 

So far back as the year 1834 the question was discussed by 
the Common Law Commissioners of the day, and those 
gentlemen earnestly recommended it to to the careful con- 
sideration of the Legislature, but the manner in which that 
body in its wisdom carried out the suggestion may be learned 
from the following facts. 

Before 1842 there existed several Acts of Parliament which 
enabled the successful party in certain actions to claim 
double and treble costs. Now in that year an enactment 
was passed which provided that any existing statute, whereby 
double and treble costs could be recovered, should, by this 
said act, be repealed. Strange to say, since then other Acts 
of Parliament have been passed, conferring precisely the 
same power which the former one had taken away. This 
fact will give some idea of the necessity which exists for a 
reformation in the legal department in question. But this 
is not all. The truth is, there is no branch of law which so 
much requires thorough investigation and remgadelling as 
this, nor is there one that could be easier set out in a short 
and comprehensive statute. To attempt to carry in one’s 
head all the points on this subject is like trying to commit 
to memory a table of logarithms, yet they are each and all 
to be made use of as different cases arise. 

At one time the unhappy practitioner seeking for informa- 
tion is to pore over a musty statute of Elizabeth, Edward 
VLI., or James I. ; now he must scan a rule of Hilary Term, 
1853, or a section of the Common Law Procedure Act, 1852; 
at another time he goes for information to a rule of Trinity 
Term, 1853, and from thence back to William IV. ; if this 
will not do, away he flies to Henry VIII., and supposing 
he is not satisfied here, he tries William III., and he may 
eventually be driven back as far as Edward I. Well then 
he has to wade through scores of ‘‘ caps.” and ‘secs. ;” the 
exceptional cases which are arrayed against him are fright- 
ful to behold. The ‘‘ifs” and “buts” are calculated to 
upset the most concentrative intellect that ever grappled 
with legal abstrusenesses—in fact the most ample body of 
metaphysical subtleties does not present a more formidable 
appearance than does the subject of costs in an action at 
law. 

Sometimes it is found that a modern statute partially re- 
peals an old one, and that the part left untouched applies to 
certain cases only under particular circumstances. We find, 
too, that not only do the above defects exist, but also that, 
with all the elaboration which the subject has received, the 
state of affairs in connection with it is about as unsatisfactory 
as can possibly be imagined. 

But the particulars of this question are so well known to 
lawyers that I forbear at present to enter into a discussion 
of them. The object of the present letter is to suggest to 
active Members of the Legislature, more particularly those 
connected with the legal profession, the extreme desirability 
of taking the matter into serious consideration. A measure 
having for its object the consolidation of all the statutes 
bearing upon this branch of law would not only be a boon to 
those engaged in the administration and practice of the law, 
but would certainly prove of incalculable benefit to the com- 
munity at large. JIC HF. 





Court EriQqueEtre. 

Sir,—Solicitors may, perhaps, not be indisposed to learn 
the Lord Chancellor’s view of a practice which is constant, 
but, nevertheless, it seems, reprehensible, 

When the case of the General Rolling Stock Company was 
being discussed, on Wednesday last, Mr. Glasse, Q.C., who 
appeared in it, was being addressed by his Lordship, and, at 
the same time, the.solicitor who instructed the learned 
counsel, standing up, made a communication to Mr. Glasse. 
The Lord Chancellor said—‘‘ Mr. Glasse, will your client be 

ood enough not to interrupt whilst I am speaking to you. 
f know nothing so rude.” The learned counsel having 
asked his Lordship’s pardon, the appeal proceeded. 
Court Mouse. 

{His Lordship, we have heard, on a former occasion 
administered a similar rebuke to junior counsel for the same 
fault.—Ed. S. J.] 





APPOINTMENTS. 


CHARLES MANLEY Situ, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, to be 
Master of the Court of Queen’s Bench, in place of Sir A. D. 
Croft, Bart., deceased. 





PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, March 10. 
ATToRNEYS AND Soxtcrrors’ REMUNERATION BIL, 

On the order for the second reading of this bill, 

Lord Sr. Leonarps opposed the further progress of the 
measure. Every provision it contained was objectionable. 
Lord Hardwicke had said that attorneys and solicitors, since the 
passing of the Act for taxing costs, had become officers of 
justice, and were allowed stated fees, which they ought not 
to exceed. That opinion had been concurred in by Lord 
Loughborough, Lord Eldon, -and other eminent judges, so 
that it had always been held that a solicitor could not make 
a bargain in regard to his professional charges with his 
client. By the 3 Jas. 1, a most stringent rule for the taxa- 
tion of costs was laid down. In 1848, the laws relating to 
this subject were consolidated and amended by the 6 &7 
Vict. c. 73. The present bill struck at the root of the whole 
of the law, and rendered the enormous public expenditure 
on taxing oflices valueless; for it said that an attorney or solicitor 
might enter into a bargain with his client as to the amount 
of his fees, and in such cases repealed the Acts directing 
taxation, The probable result of allowing such a system 
had been shown in the Kennedy case, with which their 
Lordships were no doubt familiar. Apart from the disa- 
bilities of counsel, this bill would have given Mr. Kennedy 
the £20,000 which he claimed. He objected to the altera- 
tions proposed, as being more damaging to the interests of 
attorneys, for whose benefit they were supposed to be intro- 
duced, than to the interests of the clients. They would 
lead to inevitable abuses, which would render the present 
relations between solicitor and client of a less confidential 
and amicable character than at present existed. 

The Lorp CuaNncexor said that the bill was in substance 
the same as the bill of last year, which had been read a 
second time on the 21st of June, after a debate upon its 
merits. His noble and learned friend complained first, that 
the bill would alter the law, and certainly that was the 
case. And he complained, secondly, that the bill would 
alter a law which was of great antiquity, and certainly it 
would do that also, It was a law of very great antiquity, 

artaking of the old errors and absurdities of ancient times, 
bor this was the only relic that remained in our institutions 
of the practice that formerly existed in England of attempt- 
ing to regulate by law the remuneration of persons engaged 
in the various callings and professions. What reason was 
there that a man fully competent should be prevented 
from entering into a contract with his attorney in like 
manner as he entered into a contract with his engineer, his 
surveyor, his architect, or any other professional man? At 
aps a solicitor was obliged to procrastinate in order that 
1e might thereby receive a proper amount of remuneration ; 
whereas if a contract could be entered into he would do the 
work with greater rapidity. The evil resulting from the 
present system was that a solicitor, in common justice to 
himself, was obliged to devise a mode of remuneration which 
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was most injurious to his client, and yet, at the same time, 

y no means sufliciently beneficial to himself. Objection 
had been taken to a clause which he felt was open to some 
difference of opinion—viz., that solicitors should be at liberty 
to act as trustees, and be remunerated for their professional 
services to the estate as solicitors. Many men who had con- 
fidence in their solicitors would select them to manage their 
affairs after death, thinking that thereby they would secure 
the prudence, sagacity, and care of the individuals so selected 
as their executors and trustees ; but if a testator wished tu 
a a solicitor as his executor, his remuneration could 
only be for costs out of pocket. There was nothing more 
discussed by the profession than this very question. They 
might safely trust the body of gentlemen who practised as 
solicitors to devise a mode of remuneration which would not 
only give them a fair return but would enable them to act 
in a spirit more satisfactory to their clients. If he were to 
mention anything which had done harm to the law asa 
science, he would point to the custom of fixing the costs by 
the length of the deeds. 

Lord CuELMsForD felt so strongly that this bill was 
vicious in its principle that he must offer a few remarks. 
He agreed with the noble and learned lord that the present 
was an objectionable mode of remunerating solicitors for 
conveyancing business; but he maintained that the noble and 
learned lord was mistaken in supposing that the result of 
this had been the present prolixity and verbosity of deeds. 
The noble and learned lord had put the effect for the cause, 
for until the year 1843 there had been no power of taxing 
solicitors’ bills of costs for conveyancing business, unless 
when the bills for conveyancing were mixed up with bills 
for other business. Yet, long before 1843, leases, settle- 
ments, and other conveyances had assumed their present 
form, with all their prolixity and verbosity. The noble and 
learned lord took a narrow view of the subject. He con- 
sidered the present mode of remunerating solicitors for convey- 
ancing objectionable, but instead of confining his bill to that 
point he extended his objection to every part of the profes- 
sion of the law, and would allow attorneys to enter into 
agreements with respect to all sorts and all classes of their 
business. Such a course would place the clients at the 
mercy of their attorneys, and enable the latter to extort from 
them whatever they could get. There were as honourable 
men in that profession as in any other, and to honourable 
men their conscience was a law; but they ust recollect that 
there was also a class not so respectable, with whom the 
humbler part of the public came in contract, and for this 
class some protection was necessary. A more mischievous 
change than that proposed in this bill could not be devised, 
or one which more certainly result in greater evil than the 
good it would effect. 

Lord CraAnwortu said the principle of leaving parties to 
enter into agreement was a good one; and the burden was 
thrown upon those who would show that it ought not to pre- 
vail in particular cases of pointing out their serious ob- 
jections to such an arrangement, There were some of the 
clauses with which he could not agree, but he believed that 
the ordinary principle of allowing parties to bargain for 
themselves ought to prevail in the matter of costs as in other 
matters ; competition would soon produce a class of solici- 
tors who would do the business of the client upon the best 
terms for him, and so in the long run the client would get 
the benefit. It was almost always educated persons who had 
dealings with solicitors in reference to conveyancing, and 
such parties might safely be left to make bargains for them- 
selves. In contentious litigation he thought that it would 
be impossible to leave the amount of costs for such work to 
bargain ; for the losing party had to pay the costs, and there 
must be some rule that fixed the scale of charges, He did 
not think that an attorney who was appointed trustee should 
be allowed by law to charge his costs for what he did in 
carrying out his trust; for it was a most valuable rule that 
no man who had a fiduciary to perform should have an in- 
terest which was contrary to that duty. His duty as trustee 
was to save expense; but his interest, if allowed to charge 
cost, would be to increase it. It was frequently provided by 
wills that a solicitor should be executor, and that he should 
be allowed to charge his costs, and ifa party wished such 
a practice to exist in his case it should’ be left to him to 
make provision accordingly, but there ought not to be any 
general rule to that effect. He could not see the remotest 
reason why a solicitor should not be allowed to take security 
for costs, 





Their Lordships divided— 
For the second reading .......sccccecsssceeseees 2E 
OMNES: sna caktcnccasssets eiaciwateenss sees 23 
Majority.......... secccceeccccccesscecccscesess —— 2 
The bill was consequently lost. 








HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, March 13. 
ATTORNEYS’ CERTIFICATE DUTIES. 

Sir C, O’LOGHLEN gave notice, on behalf of Mr. Denman, 
that his hon. and learned friend, on going into committee of 
supply on the 28th of April, would move a resolution for 
the abolition of the certificate duties annually paid by solici- 
tors, attorneys, and proctors in England and Ireland, and 
by writers to the Signet in Scotland. 

CaAsE oF Mary Ryan.* 

Mr. V. Scunty asked the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether ‘it was intended, on the part of the 
Government, to require this lady to be delivered up by the 
Belgian authorities, and to be removed from the ‘‘ very well 
conducted asylum at Bruges, where she is treated with great 
kindness and consideration,” or to require that, ‘if she is 
still insane when she arrives in this country, she must be 
taken beforea magistrate, and dealt with as a pauper lunatic,” 
as stated in a communication from the Home Secretary to 
the Foreigh Secretary; whether all British subjects who were 
insane must be dealt with as pauper lunatics if their rela- 
tives and friends cannot take proper care of them in these 
countries, though able and willing to do so in a good foreign 
asylum ; and whether he would lay before this House the 
case as to Miss Mary Ryan, submitted by his desire, in the 
month of October last, to the Attorney and Solicitor-General 
for England, along with their opinion on it. He wished 
further to ask whether there was any treaty of extradition 
between this country and Belgium that applied to lunatics 
as well as criminals. 

Sir G. Grey said—I take it to be clear that it is illegal 
to remove by force any lunatic from our shores and deprive 
him of the protection of the laws of this country. Mary 
Ryan having been illegally removed, her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, although there was no Jaw to enable them to require 
it, had requested the Belgian government to send her back 
if her condition were such as to render that step judicious ; 
and the Belgian government had intimated their readiness 
to accede to that request. But her state was such that we 
thought it would be injudicious and against her own in- 
terests that she should be brought back to this country, 
The case had been submitted to the law officers of the Crown, 
and it was their opinion that the removal had been illegally 
effected from this country, and that the parties engaged in 
it might be prosecuted. But under all the circumstances of 
the case the government did not consider it expedient to 
institute such a prosecution. 

Wednesday, March 15. 
JURIES IN CRIMINAL CAsEs BILL. 

Sir C. O’LoGHLEN moved the second reading of this bill, 
the object of which was to provide a digest of the law in 
reference to juries. The bill also empowered a judge to 
discharge a jury before they proceeded to consider their 
verdict, where he had reason to believe they were not likely 
to come to an agreement, and also to order refreshment to be 
given to the jury when they were locked up. 

The Soticrror-GENERAL recommended the withdrawal of 
the measure, on the ground that it did not contain a digest 
of the law, and that its provisions were both objectionable 
and unnecessary. The only salutary clause in it was that 
which enabled the judge to order refreshment in the case 
alluded to. The two Chief Justices had been consulted on 
the subject, and had pronounced a strong opinion against 
the bill. 

After some observations from Mr. GrirrirH and Mr, 
LonGFIELD the order was discharged and the bill withdrawn. 





Pending Measures of Leguslation. 

A BILL TO AMEND THE LAW OF PARTNERSHIP. 
Prepared and brought in by Mr. Milner Gibson, &e. 
Preamble—Be it enacted, &e. 

1. The advance of money by way of loan to a person en- 
gaged or about to engage in any trade upon a contract with 
such person that the lender shall reecive a rate of interest 

* 9 Sol, Jour. 162, 
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varying with the profits, or shall receive a share of the pro- 
fits or bear a share of the loss arising from carrying on such 
trade or undertaking, shall not, of itself, constitute the 
lender a partner with the person or the persons carrying on 
such trade, or render him responsible as such. 

2. In the event of any such trader as aforesaid being ad- 
judged a bankrupt, or dying in insolvent circumstances, the 
lender of any such loan as aforesaid shall not be entitled to 
receive any portion of his principal, or of the profits or inte- 
rest payable in respect of such a. until the claims of the 
other creditors of the said trader for valuable consideration 
in money or money’s worth have been satisfied. 

3. No contract for the remuneration of a servant or agent 
of any person engaged in any trade or undertaking, by a 
share of the profits of such trade or undertaking shall, of 
itself, render such servant or agent responsible as a partner 
therein. 

4. No person being the widow or child of the deceased 
partner of a trader, and receiving by way of annuity a por- 
tion of the profits made by such trader in his business, shall, 
by reason only of such receipt, be deemed to be a partner of 
or to be subject to any liabilities incurred by such trader, 

5. ‘* Person”? shall include ‘ Corporation.” 








SCOTLAND. 


COURT OF SESSION. 
(Born Divisions Srirring ToGETHER.) 

March 6.—T7he Yelverton Marriage Case.—The Court this 
morning (Lord Deas dissentiente) refused to refer this case to 
the oath of the defendant. They held that such a reference 
was in the nature of a contract between the parties, and was, 
therefore, inapplicable to a question of status, more especi- 
ally as Mrs, (Forbes) Yelverton and her children would be 
no parties to the proceeding. 

The pursuer then proposed to cite these parties, but the 
Court refused leave. We understand that Miss Longworth 
has given notice of appeal to the House of Lords. 





YeELVeRTON (?) v. Tue SaturDAY Review. 

March 16.—The action of damages for slander raised in 
this case came before the Lord Ordinary (Lord Jerviswoode) 
on Tuesday, on the question of whether the jurisdiction of 
the Court was sufficiently founded by arrestment of funds 
owing to the defenders in Scotland, The circumstances 
have been already discussed* in our columns, The Lord 
Ordinary gave his opinion for the pursuer, 








IRELAND. 


CoNSOLIDATED CHAMBER. 
ARrEST—PRIVILEGE—WITNESS. 

Jones vy, Parsons. —My. P. Martin moved that the de- 
fendant in this action be discharged from custody, his arrest 
having been made under the following circumstances:—Mr. 
Parsons, who is a barrister (non-practising), had left his 
residence for the purpose of swearing an affidavit in the 
Landed Estates Court; he then went into one of the chan- 
cery taxing offices, and remained there, on private basiness, 
for some time, and then left the Four Courts to return to 
his residence. It was true that the arrest had taken place 
on the part of the quay which is at the western side of the 
courts, whilst Mr. Parson’s direct way home would have 
been by the eastern gate, but his explanation was, that he 
was about to eross the river by Whitworth-bridge, which is 
a few yards only from the place where the arrest took place, 
and he swore that he was taking that way home rather than 
by Richmond-bridge, as the least-frequented route. Counsel 
relicd on various authorities to show that the privilege was 
not destroyed by a slight deviation from the direct route. 
(See Cases Collected, Arch. Prac., by Chitty, vol. 1, p. 770, 
note s), 

Mr. Dowse, Q.C. (Mr. Byrne with him), relied on Walsh 
v. Wilson, 1 Ir. Ch. Rep. 610, where the Master of the 
Rolls, reviewing the authorities, held that a solicitor, having 
manifestly deviated from what was his way home, had de- 
stroyed his privilege, 

Mr, Justice Hayes refused, under the circumstances, to 
say the defendant could claim the privilege which would un- 


doubtedly have heen his, if, having sworn the affidavit, he had ! 





gone home directly and by a direct route. Heshould say “No 
rule” on the motion. 
Tue Beirast Riots, 

The Attorney-General and Solicitor-General attend the 
Belfast Assizes to prosecute in the cases arising out of the 
riots in August last. The prisoners have retained. Mr. 
Whiteside, M.P., Q.C., and Mr. Isaac Butt, M.P., Q.C., to 
conduct the defence. 





CoSHERING, 

A curious presentment case came on fay trial at the Kil- 
kenny Assizes, before Mr. Baron Hughes, A man named 
Patrick Doyle, who, it appears, has lived for a long time by 
levying a kind of black mail through threatening and 
cursing the people, was presented by the grand jury as a 
vagrant, under the statutes 6 Anne, c, 61, and 31 Geo. 3, ¢. 5. 

By the former Act the offence was called coshering, and it 
was therein specially defined as including ‘such as pretend 
to be Irish gentlemen, and will not work, nor betake them- 
selves to any honest trade or livelihood ; but wander about 
demanding victuals, and coshering from house to house 
among their fosterers, followers, and others.” It enacts 
that such shall, on the presentment of the grand jury, be 
sent to gaol, and there remain until they shall be sent on 
board her Majesty’s fleet, or to some of her Majesty’s plan- 
tations in America, unless they find sufficient security to be 
of good behaviour. The grand jury found ‘that Doyle was 
an ‘Irish gentleman,’ and would not work,” and he was sen- 
tenced to find two securities in £10 each for his good be- 
haviour for seven years, or be imprisoned for that period. 

Those statutes were remnants of the old severe code in- 
tended to repress vagrancy. Thus, in an Act (1 Edw. 6, 
ce. 8) repealing former penalties of vagrancy as offensive to 
weak persons, the vagabond, on his first conviction, was 
adjudged to be branded on the shoulder with the letter V, 
and to be handed over as a slave for two years to anyone 
who chose to demand him, during which time he was to be 
fed on bread and water and refuse meat; and if he should 
run away, to be further branded on the cheek with the letter 
“*S,” to be made a slave for life, or to be executed in case of 
need, Even under the great Queen a vagrant was liable (14 
Eliz. c. 5) to be ‘‘ grievously whipped, to be burned through 
the gristle of the right ear with a hot iron of the compass 
of aninch about,” and for a third offence to be punished 
with death. 

The case has been mentioned in the House of Commons, 
but nothing has been done in respect thereof. 

RESIGNATION OF Mr. SersEANT How ey. 

This gentleman, who has presided in the Court of Quarter 
Sessions for the County Tipperary for the last thirty years, 
has placed his resignation in the hands of the Government, 
who have, consequently, one of the most important chair- 
manships in Ireland at their disposal. A requisition is in 
course of signature calling on the High Sheriff to hold a 
county meeting to consider the best mode of expressing the 
regard of the inhabitants for the learned serjeant. This 
already bears the names of Lords Donoughmore, Hawarden, 
Lismore, and Gough, the Bishop of Cashel, Archbishop 
Leahy, the members for the county and its boroughs, and 
also of the deputy-lieutenants and justices. This document, 
in itself, is a remarkable proof of the estimation in which 
Mr. Howley is held by men of all religious denominations 
and of all classes, 

Under the Act 14 & 15 Vict. c. 57, s. 25, the Lord Lieu- 
tenant may, on an application made by the magistrates of 
the county, at a meeting duly convened, direct that any 
county may be divided for the purposes of quarter sessions. 
It has been generally believed that Tipperary (which, for 
assize business, hasalready been divided into ridings), would, 
on the first vacancy, be similarly divided for quarter sessions 
purposes, Should this be done, Tipperary, which is now a 
first-class county, would be divided into two chairmanships, 
of which both or either might be second class, or both or 
either third class, Mr, Serjeant Howley’s salary was £1,600 
a-year ; those now settled are—Ist class, £1,000 ; 2nd class, 
£800; 8rd class, £600. 








RESIGNATION o¥ THE RecorDER OF PoNTEFRACT.—Mr, 
Pickering, Q.C., hasresigned the Recordership of the borough 
of Pontefract. The learned gentlemen first sat as Recorder 
on the 5th day of April, 1853. We have not as yet heard 
who is to be his successor.—Leeds Mercury. 

*9 Sol. Jour, 159, 
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FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


Mixep MarricEs. 

The Court of Appeal of Deux-Ponts (Bavarian Palatinate) 
has just decided a case of considerabie interest to German 
Protestants. A lady, of the Roman Catholic persuasion, 
died there a short time ago, leaving her husband, by her 
will, sole arbiter of the religious education to be given to 
their fourchildren, The father, being a Protestant, of course 
decided upon educating the children in his own religion, 
to which the Roman Catholic co-guardian, at the instigation 
of the Roman Catholic clergy, come bringing the case 
before the tribunals. The above Court of Appeal has de- 
cided against the complainant, laying down the principle 
that tribunals are not competent to take cognisance of any 
dispute relating to the religious education of children, even 
in the case of written agreements between the parties. This 
decision has excited great interest throughout Germany. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 
METROPOLITAN AND PROVINCIAL LAW ASSO- 
CIATI 


ave 
CoNCENTRATION OF Courts BILL. 

This association has presented the following petition to 
the House of Lords :— 

To the Right Honourable the Lords Spiritual and Tem- 
poral in Parliament assembled. 

The humble petition of the Metropolitan and Provincial 
Law Association showeth— 

1. Your petitioners are an association, &e. 

2. Your petitioners, in common with the whole body of 
solicitors, are strongly convinced of the very great benefits 
which would result, not only to the suitors of courts, but to 
the community at large, from a concentration of all the 
superior courts and the various oflices belonging to the same, 
on one site, provided such site be contiguous to those inns 
of Court in which the counsel practising in them have their 
chambers, And that they are satisfied that such concentra- 
tion on that site would be highly advantageous to the 
suitors notwithstanding that the suitors should have to bear 
the cost. 

Your petitioners cordially concur in the conclusions and 
recommendations (both as to the site of the proposed Palace 
of Justice, and the source from which the necessary funds 
might be provided) submitted in July, 1860, in their report 
by the commissioners appointed by Her Majesty to consider 
this subject. 

Firmly entertaining these views your petitioners heartily 
welcome the introduction this session to your Right Honour- 
able House of bills for carrying out such concentration 
on the site recommended by such commissioners and usually 
known as the Carey-street site, but that your petitioners, on 
behalf of themselves and the body of solicitors who are the 
agents and selected representatives of the suitors in the 
transaction of their business, would reasonably protest against 
the monies of the suitors being employed in the erection of 
courts and offices on any site except the said Carey-strect 
site. 

Your petitioners, therefore, humbly pray that a measure 
may be enacted to enable the Commissioners of her Majesty's 
Works and Public Buildings to acquire a site in the vicinity 


of the inns of court for the erection and concentration of 


courts of justice and of the various offices belonging to the 
same, and also that the bill now before your Right Honour- 


House, ‘‘to supply means towards defraying the expenses of 


providing courts of justice and the various ollices belonging 
thereto, and for other purposes,” may with all possible des- 
patch pass your Right Honourable House and become law. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the meeting of this society on Tuesday, the 14th inst., 
Mr. Widdows in the chair, the following question was dis- 
cussed, viz.:—‘‘Can equitable interests be recognised in 
cases of interpleader at common law: Bird v. Crubb, 30 
L. J., Ex. 818; Roach v. Wright, 8 M.& W. 155.” 

Mr. Groves opened the question in the aflirmative, but 
the society decided it in the negative. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES, 


The formation—or rather the projection of new companies 
has proceeded in 1864 on even a larger scale than in 1863. 
It appears that 282 new companies, asking for 106 millions 
of capital, and 124 millions of deposits, were advertised in 
1864; against 263 companies asking for 78 millions of 
capital, and 9 millions of deposits in 1863. Besides these 
282 new companies there were in 1864 extensions, &c., of 
old companies involving 35 millions of further capital, and 
calling for 12 millions in deposits and premiums. So that 
between the new and old projects of 1864 the public were 
invited to subscribe 141 millions of capital and pay 24 
millions in hard cash as deposits and premiums. In the 
two years, 1863 and 1864, it seems to be true that the 
British public have had brought before them joint stock 
schemes implying the acceptance of future engagements to 
the amount of at least 200 millions, and present payments 
for deposits and premiums of about 40 millions sterling. 
The activity of 1863 and 1864 in this description of enter- 
prise has been equal to twice the figures which represent the 
same results for the whole of the seven years, 1856-62, 
during which the limited liability law was in force more 
or less perfectly. It is, of course, not contended or believed 
that in two years 200 millions of engagements have been 
bond fide contracted to new companies and new extensions 
of old companies ; nor that 40 millions of actual capital 
has been paid over to the projectors of these schemes in 
order to set them in motion. It is quite true, however, 
that to the extent of some large fraction of these figures the 
English public have embarked in the last two years in joint 
stock enterprises ; and it does not admit of a doubt that 
many of the phenomena presented by the money market in 
1864, and at the present time, can be explained only by in- 
vestigating the effects produced by this prodigious and sud- 
den development of a new kind of investment.—Leonomist. 





A SPECIMEN OF SouUTHERN CuivaLry.—We had an ex- 
ample on Saturday evening last of the evil results of the 
encouragement given to Southern desperadoes by a portion 
of our press and people. About 8 o’clock in the evening, 
Mrs. Sterling, wife of ex-Alderman Sterling, after making 
some purchases on Yonge-street, was returning to her home 
on Church-street. She passed along Cruickshank-street, 
and when near the eastern end of Rev. Mr. Marling’s church 
she was overtaken by a man dressed in dark clothes and a 
rowdy hat. The man said as he came up—‘‘If it had not 
been for your d——d husband Burley would not be where he 
is.” Mrs. Sterling turned round to see who spoke, and was 
immediately knocked down by the brute and fell heavily on 
the planking, being hampered with her muff and some sina'l 
parcels she was carrying. Her right shoulder was bruisd, 
and she has suficred much from actual pain as well as from 
the alarm. It will be recollected that Mr. Sterling issued, 
on the call of the crown attorney, the first warrant against 
Burley. We can only conclude that some chivalric South- 
erner and friend of Burley took the opportunity of meeting 
an elderly Jady in the evening, when no man was near 
to protect her, to avenge himself upon Mr. Stirling for 
performing his duty to the public. When Recorder 
Dugean was recently assaulted on the public streets, 
it was suggested to us that the outrage was perpe- 
trated by southerners. We took no notice of the sugges- 
tion at the time, but the assault on Mrs. Sterling makes 
it probable that the Recorder was not assailed through mere 
wantonness. The Leader recently recommended that some 
persons, which it described as ‘* Yankee spies,” should be 
treated to a dose of Lynch law. We presume that the at- 
tack upon Mrs. Sterling is the first fruit of its proposition ; 
Mrs. Sterling, we should add, gave information to the police, 
but we fear there is slender hope of the ruffian being identi- 
fied. —Toronto Globe, Feb. 21. 

Litigation By Pousiic CompAnres.—On Thursday, dur- 
ing the argument of the motion in Beer v. London, Chat 
ham, and Dover Railway Company, Vice-Chancellor Stuart 
is reported to have said, ‘* These disputes, which occur where 
public companies are concerned, could not take place be- 
tween individuals. It is making litigation a mere trade. 
There is a motion for injunction, then an appeal, and the 
time of the Court is occupied with what I consider a dis- 
graceful contest. No two men of common sense could «is- 
agree upon such a question as this.” 








| 
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Wooncate v. Ripeour.—The master, sitting for the 
judge at chambers lately, madean order attaching the £1,000 
awarded by the jury in this action for libel against the 
Morning Post. The order was made on the application of 
the Union Bank, who are judgment creditors of the plaintiff 
to the amount of £7,000. The master refused to make an 
order for the payment of the plaintifl’s costs to the bank, 
although he expressed his desire to include them, on the 
ground that the action was really the plaintiff’s in person, 
though his son’s name appeared on the record as attorney. 


Le Jeu NE VAvrT PAs LA CHANDELLE.—It appears from 
a Parliamentary return just published, that the recovery of 
debts by legal.process at the suit of the Board of Works 
during the five years ending 25th July, 1864, cost £1,532 
18s. Id., in extraordinary legal disbursements, and £11,750 
(£2,350 a-year) in salaries and allowances to the solicitor; 
the total amount recovered during the same period was 
£1,268 1s. 7d. Thus, above ¢en times the sum actually re- 
covered went for legal expenses, 

Mr. C. J. Prumprre’s Lecrures on Exocvrion.—We 
have very great pleasure in announcing that the lectures on 
professional eloeution, delivered by Charles J. Plumptre, 
Ksy., at Oxford, have been submitted to H.R.H. the Prince 
of Wales, and that the Prince has graciously signified his 
amet that the forthcoming new edition of Mr. Plumptre’s 
ectures should be dedicated to his Royal Highness. The 
honour conferred on Mr. Plumptre by this mark of Royal 
favour and approval was conveyed to him a few days since, 
in a letter of a very gratifying character, from Lieutenant- 
General Knollys, the Comptroller of the Prince’s household. 

Case oF THE PerERnorF.—The New York Herald of the 
20th of February contains the following remarks on Chief 
Justice Erle’s recent judgment in the Peterhog’ case :—‘*In 
London very considerable excitement was produced at 
Lloyd's and on ’Change by the decision in the Court of Com- 
mon Pleas, on the 30th of January, respecting the Peterhoff. 
The underwriters denied liability on the ground that the 
vessel was on an unlawful voyage, the proof being that she 
was captured by a United States cruiser, and condemned 
by the New York prize court. But the same testimony was 
laid before the court here that was given there, and the 
judge decided that it was quite insufficient to prove the 
voyage unlawful. The Peterhoff was bound to Matamoras, 
and that being a foreign neutral port, proof was required to 
establish the fact that her destination was simulated. The 
judge directly intimated that the New York court con- 
demned her on mere suspicion. The case of the Springbok 
is much stronger than that of the Peterhog’ for the British 
owners, as Nassau is much further from the American coast, 
or frontier, than the port of Matamoras. Let the American 
jurists bear in mind that the cases decided in this war on 
points of international law will be quoted as precedents on 
future occasions, when, very likely, the tables will be 
turned, and American shippers will be sending goods to 
neutral ports, somewhere, more or less contiguous to parties 
that are at war. Ifthe principle is established that war- 
like goods (munitions, &e.) cannot be sent between neutral 
ports when there is war anywhere, except with a liability to 
capture and condemnation on mere suspicion, then com- 
merce may be paralysed and nations kept at fever heat when 
any two powers are at loggerheads,” 


2 The Committee of the House of Lords appointed to inquire 
into the cireumstances of the appointment, the alleged de- 
falcations, and the resignation of Mr. Leonard Edmunds of 
his office as Reading Clerk in the House of Lords, met yes- 
terday, and received evidence on the subject of theirinvestiga- 
tion. The Committee is not formally a Secret Committee, but, 
in pursuance of the usual practice of their Lordships’ House 
with respect to Select Committees, the public is not admit- 
ted to the proceedings, nor is any report of the evidence per- 
mitted until the investigation is completed, when a full re- 
port of the proceedings will be published in the usual Par- 
liamentary form. All peers are admitted, as of right, to the 
sittings of the Committee. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT GARRAWAY’S. 
March 8.—By Messrs. Epwin Fox & Bovsrietn, 
Leasehold premises, No. 68, Wood-street, city ; held for a term of 
40 years from 29th September, 1853, at a rent of £320 per annum— 
Sold for £1,520. 





By Mr. S.G. Tartor, 

Leaschold residence, No 57a, Wimpole-street, Cavendish-square ; term 
36 years from January, 1863; ground-rent, £30 per annum—Sold 
for £940, 

Leasehold, two houses, Nos. 8 and 9, Chapel-grove, Somers-town ; 
term 144 years from December, 1864 ; ground-rent, £7 7s.—Sold for 


Leasehold house, No. 33, Park-street, Dorset-square ; term unexpired 
36 years; ground-rent, £6 6s.—Sold for £340. é 

Leasehold house, No 29, Park-street; term 34 years unexpired; 
ground-rent, £6 6s. per annum—Sold for £590. 

Leasehold house, 13, Hereford-road, Westbourne-grove, Bayswater ; 
term 55 years, unexpired ; ground-rent £6 6s.—Sold for £725. 

March 9—By Messrs. C.°C. & T. Moone. 

Freehold builders’ premises, situate in the Broadway, Stratford, 
Essex; let for a term at £55 per annum—Sold for £1,450, 

March 10.—By Messrs. Faresrotaer, Lre, & WHEELER. 
Freehold block of premises, part of Bradley’s-buildings, emia | 
houses, shop, and garden, situate at Hampstead, Middlesex— Sol 

for £1,140, 

Freehold business premises, being No. 23, Gracechurch-street, corner 
of Lombard-street, city—Sold for £6,450. 

By Mr. Sorew. 

Leasehold house, being No, 24, Exmouth-street, George-street, Hamp- 
stead-road; let at £30 per annum; term 55 years unexpired ; 
ground-rent, £6 per annum—Sold for £290. 

March 13.—By Messrs. Danrgn Cronin & Sons. 

Leasehold wine and spirit establishment, known as the Prince of 
Wales hotel, tavern and wine vaults, situate at the corner of 
Bishop’s-road, Paddington—Sold for £11,800. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTH. 


CUNLIFFE—On March 8, at St. Stephen’s-square, Westborne-park , 
the wife of R. Cunliffe, Esq., Solicitor, of a daughter, 


MARRIAGES. 

ERNST—CHAMPNESS—On March 6, at St. Jude’s, Stoke Newington, 
A. H. Ernst, ™, Falcon-st, to Lallie, daughter of J. Champness, 
Esq., Deputy Judge, Clinton, British Columbia, late of Chesunt. 

PEACHEY—SMYTHIES—On March 14, at St. John’s, Notting-hill, 
James Peachey, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Chester-terrace, Regent’s- 
park, to Ellen, only daughter of J. K. Smythies, Esq., Kensington- 
park-gardens, 

WARMINGTON—WARMINGTON—On March 11, at St. Martin’s, 
Birmingham, Edward Marcus Warmington, Priory House, Dudley, 
Esq,, Solicitor, to Julia, daughter of the late Richard Thos. War- 


mington, 
DEATHS, 

BRAMLEY—On March 12, Edward Bramley, Esq., Solicitor, Town 
Clerk, Sheffield., 

GIBSON—On March 10, at Battle-hill, Northumberland, Jane M., wife 
of Richard Gibson, Esq., Solicitor. 

OLIVER—On March 4, at Yarmouth, Thomas Oiiver, Esq., grandson 
of Governor Hutchinson, and of Chief Justice Oliver, aged 93. 

TANNER—On March 14, Ellen Maria, daughter of John Tanner, Esq., 
of Speenhamland, Berks, Solicitor, aged 29, 

THORLEY—On March 12, Sarah R., daughter of J. Thorley, Esq., 
Solicitor, Tarporley, Cheshire, 





UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


The amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants appear 
within Three Months:— 

Barnrwatt, Lyirct.-Cotr, Ronert, New Bond-street, deceased, 
£46 5s. 4d. Consolidated £3 per Cent. Annuities—Claimed by Chas. 
Butler, executor. 

Cornisu, Rev. Ricward Perrna, Bickington, Devon. £400 £3 per 
Cent. Annuities—Claimed by said R. P. Cornish. 

Curr, Grorce, Woodford, near Salisbury, Wilts, Gent., deceased. 
£4,219 5s. 8d. Consolidated £3 per Cent. Annuities—Claimed by 
Sarah Cuff, Widow, administratrix. 

Dxar, Ricuarp, Georgeham, Devon, Farmer. £24 11s. Consolidated 
£3 per Ceut. Annuities—Claimed by the Board of Charity Commis- 
sioners. 

Hyps, Gsorar, Esq, and Errza Hype, Spinster, Leadenhall-street, 
deceased, £268 lis, 10d. Consolidated £3 per Cent. Annuities— 
Claimed by C. Reily, executor of E. Hyde, the survivor. 

Pracock, Wittiam, Chatteres, Isle of Ely, Watchmaker, deceased. 
£100 Consolidated £3 per Cent. Annuities—Claimed by John Pea- 
cock, executor. 

Sumner, CuaRtes, Jarrar’s-buildings, Temple, and Jonn Burpen, jun., 
Parliament-strect, Esqs, £373 7s. 8d, Consolidated £3 per Cent. 
Annuities—Claimed by C, Sumner, and J. Burden. 

Wittrams, JANE, Epsom, Surrey, Widow, and Danie. Hoxper, 
Albourne, Sussex,a minor. £35 9s, 8d. Consolidated £3 per Cent. 
Annuities—Claimed by said D. Holder, the aurvivor, 





LONDON GAZETTES, 
EHinding- up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Fripay, March 10, 1865, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Strand Music Hall Company (Limited).-~The Master of the Rolls, b 


anorder dated Feb 16, appointed Wm Turquand, Tokenhouse-yd, 
to be Official Liquidator, 
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West of England Lead Smelting Company (Limited).—The Master of 
the Rolls, by an order dated Feb 2, appointed Jas Cooper, Cole- 
man-st-bldgs, to be Official Liquidator. 

Factage Parisien (Limited).—Petition for winding up, presented March 
8, directed to be heard before the Master of the Rolls March 18. 
Tucker, St Swithin’s-lane, solicitor for the petitioner. 

Commercial Navigation Company of India (Limited).—Petition for 
winding up, presented March 8, directed to be heard before the 
Master of the Rolls March 18. Treherue & Wolferstan, Alderman- 
bury, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Lancashire Brick and Tile Company (Limited).—Petition for winding 
up, presented March 8, directed to be heard before the Master of the 
Rolls March 18. Hunt, Gray’s-in-sq, agent for Nuttall, Mauch, 
solicitor for the petitioner. - 

Tvzspay, March 14, 1863. 

International Race Course Society (Limited).— Petition for winding up, 
presented March 14, directed to be heard before the Master of the 
Rolls March 25, Abrahams, Gresham-st, solicitor for the peti- 
tioners, 

International Race Course Society (Limited).—Petition for winding up, 

resented March 10, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor 
indersley March 24. Reed, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st, 
solicitor for the petitioner, 

Kentish Royal Hotel Company (Limited).—Creditors are eee, on 
or before April 12, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to Fredk Whinney, Serle-st, Lin- 
coln’s-inn, Monday, April 24 at 2 is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Littlehampton, Havre, and Honfleur Steam Ship Company (Limited), 
—The Master of the Rolls, by an order dated Feb 1, appointed Lewis 
Hy Evans, King-st, Cheapside, to be official liquidator. 

Patent Carriage Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented March 10, directed to be heard before the Master of the Rolls 
March 25. Ryan, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, solicitor for the petitioner. 

Petroleum Trading Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented March 10, directed to be heard before the Master of the Rolls 
March 25. Ashurst & Co, Old Jewry, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Petroleum Trading Company (Limited).—The Master of the Rolls, by 
an order dated March 11, appointed Alfred Augustus James, King- 
st, official liquidator, 


Hriendly Societies Dissolved. 
Tvespay, March 14, 1865, 
Sijgat in, eek, Cherry Orchard Inn, Old Hill, Dudley, Stafford. 
arch 7. 


Crevitors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Friar, March 10, 1865, 
oy Audlem, Chester, Widow. March 27. Platt » Podmore, 


Russell, Chas Penton, King’s Somborne, Southampton, Farmer. 
April 10, Tabor Russell. M, R. 


Turspay, March 14, 1855. 
Copte, Eyre, West Park, Hants, Esq. April10. Coote v Coote, V.C. 
yood, 


Cridlan, Joseph, Brunswick-ter, Westbourne-grove, Butcher. April 
12. Cridlan v Cridlan, M.R. 

Douglas, Rachael, Crick, Northampton, Spinster. April 15. Elliott 
v Elliott, M.R. 

Jenner, Susanna, Cricklade, Wilts, Widow. April 19. Telling v 
Wells, M.R. 

Nicholson, John, Lpool, Merchant. April10. Pringle » Welch, M.R. 

Simpson, Geo, Corbridge, Northumberland, Painter. April12. Wel- 
ford v Stokor, V. C. Kindersley. 

Warwick, Thos, Mark-lane, Merchant. April 10. Warwick » War- 
wick, M.R. 


Crevditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Frrpay, March 10, 1865, 

Attrill, Jacob, Wellhouse, Niton, Isle of Wight. April 8. Becking- 
sale. 

Boyes, John, Kensington-gardens-ter, Middlesex, Esq. April 30. 
Farrer & Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Brooks, Thos Dove, Southsea, Hants,Gent. March 31, Berkeley, 

Davey, Geo Smith, Heybridge, Essex, Farmer. April 22, Miller & 
Miller, Sherborne. 

Denison, Sarah, Leeds, York, Widow. May 10. Yewdall, Leeds. 

Evans, John, Sedgeley, Stafford, Gent. April 22, Round, Tipton, 

Gardner, Jas Wm, South Norwood, Surrey, Railway Clerk. April 3). 
Treherne & Wolferstan, Aldermanbury. 

Greig, Wm, Tooting, Surrey. April 20. Oliver. 

Harris, Wm, Dilwyn, Hereford. May 1. Lloyd, Hereford. 

Hemsley, Hy, Tokenhouse-yard, Wine and Coal Merchant. June $0. 
tose, Change-alley, Cornhill. 

Hurst, Wm, Widnes, Lancaster, Yeoman. May1l. Ward, Prescot. 

Jackman, Saml Paramore, Devonport, Devon, Grocer. Junel. Beer 
& Rundle. 

Johnson, John, Welford, Northampton, Carpenter. April 25. Andrews 
& Buswell, Market Harborough. 

King, Ann, Paddington-gn, Middx, Spinster, April 21. Harrison & 
Lewis, Old Jewry. 

Kirkby, John, Sheffield, York, Merchant. April 25, Bramley & Gains- 
ford, Sheffield. 

Le Gassick, John Wm Braund, Maida-vale, Tailor. May 1. Stephens 
& Smith, Staple-inn. 

Moore, Alpheus Herrman, Albert-tor, Dulwich-rd, Surrey, Merchant. 
April 15. Smith, Serjeant’s-inn. 

a Wm, North Walsham, Norfolk, Auctioneer. May 1, Wilkinson 

Baker, North Walsham, 





Somerville, Rt Hon Kenelm Lord, Nebold Comyn, Warwick. May 1. 
Bennett & Co, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Stobbs, Caroline, Strand, Widow, Stay Maker. Aprill5. Summerlin 
& bruce, John-st, Adelphi. 

Turner, Ann, Clarendon-rd, Kensington-park, Middx, Spinster. April 
17. Jennings, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Webb, Jas, Bristol, Gent. April 3@. Price & Co, Lincoln’s-inn, 


Tuespay, March 14, 1865. 


Barton, Jonathan, Sheffield, Appraiser. March2). Ryalls, Sheffield, 

Buckley, Jas, Hartshill, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Gent. May 1. 
Blakiston, Shelton. 

Cooper, Joseph, Bolton, Lancaster, Couch Builder. April 15. Green- 
halgh & Hall, and Gregory & Rowcliffes, Bedford-row. 

Cross, Jas, Bolton and Halliwell, Lancaster, Gent. May 1. Green- 
halgh & Hall, and Gregory & Rowcliffes, Bedford-row. 

Flint, Chas, Leek, Stafford, Esq. May 13. Challinor & Co. 

Gilbert, Mary, May’s-row, Oak-lane, Limehouse, Widow. April 17. 
Dalrymple, Bow- lane, Cheapside. 

Grills, Hy, Lower Torr, Charleton, Devon, Gent. June 24. Orton, 
Kingsbridge. 

Grills, John, Lower Torr, Charleton, Devon, Gent. June 24. Orton, 
Kingsbridge. 

Harding, Jas, Enfield, Middx. April 27. Holt, John-st. 

Hinckley, Wm, Pontywall, Bronllys, Brecon, Farmer, April 12. 
Thomas, Brecon. 

Hunt, Ann Eliz, New-ter, Camberwell-green, Widow. May 1. Allen 
& Co, Queen-st, Cheapside. 

Ide, Thos, Chichester, Gardener, April 6. Powell & Son, Chichester, 

King, Matthias, Kingswood, Surrey, Corn Dealer, April 11. Mor- 
rison, Reigate. 

— Hy, Bradford, York, Music Dealer. March 31. Settle, 
Leeds. 

Myers, Richd, Marshall-st, Southwark, Gent. May 13. Cooper, 
Blandford-pl, Regent’s-pl. ¥ 

Raven, Saml, St Clement, Worcester, Plumber. April 20. Wilson, 
Worcester. 

Robinson, Wm, Molton Eaugate, Lincoln, Farmer. May 31. Harvey 
& Cartwright, Spalding. . 

Smart, Etheldred Mary, Stanhope pl, Mornington-crescent, Spinster, 
May 1. Sladen, Parliament-st. 

Thompson, Sarah, Balmes-rd, De Beauvoir-town, Widow. May 1. 
Etherington, Dane’s-inn, Strand. 

Westwood, John Julius Collings, Rio de Janciro, Brazil, Esq. May |. 
Jennings & Son, Bennett’s-hill, Doctors’ Commens. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Fripay, March 10, 1865. 
Morice, Alexander, Lpool, Ship Chandler and Sailmaker. Feb 15. 
Tice, Wm, Westminster-bridgo-rd, Lambeth, Gas Engineer. March 
3. Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry. 
Turspay, March 14, 1865. 
Lindfield, Hy, jun, Ockley, Surrey, Grocer. Feb 25. Lintott & Son, 


Horsham. 

McCulloch, Alex, & Robt Darley, Lpool, Provision Merchants. July 
1. Gregory, Southport. 

Morley, John, Cowfold, Sussex, Saddler. March4, Medwin & Clark- 
son, Horsham, 


Weeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 186. 
Fripay, March 10, 1865. 

Adamson, Geo, Wakefield, York, Grocer, Feb 16. Conv. Reg 
March 9. 

Aikman, Geo, Salford, Lancaster, Finisher, Feb 9. Conv. Reg 
March 8. 

Andrews, Fredk, Brighton, Draper. Feb 13. Conv. Reg March 8. 

Baker, Joseph, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Boot and Shoe Maker. 
Feb 17. Comp. Reg March 8. 

Banister, Thos, Northampton-rd, Clerkenwell, Grocer. Feb 15. Conv. 
Reg March 7. 

Barlow, Thos, Bacup, Lancaster, & Amos Pott, Rockliffe, Lancaster, 
Builders. Feb 11. Cony. Reg March 9. 

Barnwell, Wm, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Innkeeper, Feb 14. 
Reg March 7. 

Blakeborough, Saml, & John Wm Blakeborough, Leeds, Drapers. 
Feb 24. Conv. Reg March 9. 

Blanch, David, Chelsea, Coach Maker. Feb2l. Comp. Reg March 9, 

Bourn, John, Fish-st-hill, Grocer. Feb 28, Comp. Reg March 7. 

Broughton, Wm, Mendham, Suffolk, Farmer. Feb 9. Asst. Reg 
March 9%. 

Carr, Hy Wm, Cannon-st, Contractor. Feb 10. Asst. Reg March 7. 

Clout, Thos, Maidstone, Kent, Builder, Feb 20. Conv. Reg March 
0 


10. 

Colley, Fras Pentland, Lpool, Merchant. March 7. Conv. Reg 
March 8. 

Craddock, Edw, Hamilton-pl, Brixton, Jeweller. Feb 25, Conv, Reg 
March 10. 

Cutler, Joseph, Dunstable, Bedford, Draper. Feb 7. Conv. Reg 
March 7. 

Gerard, John, Southampton, Soap Manufacturer. Feb 20. Comp. 
Reg March 8. 

Goodwin, Wm, Peckham, Merchant. March1. Asst. Reg March7. 

Graham, Geo, Carlisle, Cumberland, Butcher. Feb 23. Comp. Reg 
March 9. 

Green, Robt Major, Greycoat-pl, Westminster, Grocer. Feb 13, Comp. = 
Reg March 8. 

Hall, Jas, Central Market, Lancaster, Draper. Feb 24, Conv. Reg 
March 9. 

Henshall, Geo Butler, Edwd Henshall, and John Weston Henshall, 
Lpool, Salt Brokers. March2. Comp. Reg March 6, 

Hall, Hector Louis, & Hy John Hall, Emmett-st, Limehouse, 
Wine Merchants. Feb 27. Conv. Reg March 8. 

Hoflund, John, Queen’s-rd, Dalston, Cheesemonger. March 9. 
Comp. Reg March 10. 
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Hole, Wm, Totnes, Devon, Draper. Feb 13. Conv. Reg March 9. 

Howell, Robt, Shorter-st, St George’s-in-the-East, Boarding-house 
Keeper. Feb 28, Comp. Reg March 9. 

Hunt, Thos Willomatt, & Jas Smith, Stratford, Essex, Provision Mer- 
chants. Feb 28. Comp. Reg March 9, 


Kensit, Hy, Bruton-st, Berkeley-sq, Gent. March 6. Comp. Reg 
March 7, 
King, Wm John, East Hoathley, Sussex, Grocer. Feb 11, Conv. 


teg March 9. 

Leeder, Geo, Pitfield-st, Hoxton. Feb10. Comp. Reg March 9. 

Lockwood, Jas, Ipswich, Suffolk, Journeyman Tailor. March 4. 
Cony. Reg March 7. 

Martin, Stephen, Sheffield, Razor Manufacturer, Feb 16. Comp. 
Reg March 9 

Mason, John Jas, Boxford, Suffolk, Grocer. Feb 15. 
March 7. 

Mewes, Wm August, King-st, Tower-hill, Chronometer Maker. March 
9. Comp. Reg March 9. 

Moorhouse, Philip Hy, Penistone, York, Woollen Cloth Manufacturer. 
Feb 9. Conv. Reg March 8. 

Morice, Alex, Lpool, Ship Chandler. Feb 15. Conv. Reg March 8. 

a, + aioe Hanley, Stafford, Railway Clerk. Feb 9, Comp. Reg 
plarch 9. 

Payne, Hy, & Ralph Weston, Manch, Merchants. Feb 20. 
March 8. 

Payne, Wm, Lympstone, Devon, Innkeeper. Feb 10. Conv. Reg 
March 8. 

tawding, Wm Wilson, Barrowb:, Lincoln, Miller, Feb 27, Conv. 

Reg March 9. 

Reod, Wm Atkinson, Bootle, Lancaster, Grocer. March 4, Comp. 
Reg March 10. 


Conv. Neg 


Asst. Reg 


Scott, John, jun, Lpool, Smallware Dealer. Feb 10. Arr. Reg 
March 9, 
Shaw, Wm, Halifax, York, Waste and Flock Dealer, Feb 21. Conv. 


Reg March 10, 

Slater, Jonathan, Oldham, Lancaster, Grocer. March 4, Conv. Reg 
March 9. 

Smith, Hanilet, Sheffield, York, Grocer. Feb 11. Conv. Reg March 10, 

Snufflebotham, Joseph Wm, Crewe, Chester, Surveyor. March 6. 
Comp. Reg March 9. 

Sweetapple, Thos, Catteshall, Godalming, Paper Manufacturer. Feb 
ll. Conv. Reg March 8. 

Szcrelmey, Nicholas Chas, Crescent-lodge, Clapham-rd, Gent. Feb 9. 
Cony. Reg March 8, 

—. : Sneinton, Nottingham, Dyer. Feb 8. 
March 7. 

Thomas, Francis Michacl, St James’-street, Hosier. Feb 16. Comp. 
Reg March 9. 

Thomas, Thos, Lpool, Paint and Colour Dealer. 
March 8. 

Thompson, Jas, Halifax, York, Woolstapler. Feb 14. Comp. Reg 
March 8. 

Tipper, Chas, and Edwin Fenton, Leck, Stafford, Warehousemen. 
Feb9. Cony. Reg March 8. 

Tipper, John, Spring Bank, Willenhall, Stafford, Grocer. Feb 21. 


Cony. Reg 


Feb 22. Cony. Reg 


Conv. Reg March 9. 

—— Jas, Penzance, Cornwall, Baker. March 3. Conv. Reg 
March 8, 

Wakefield, Geo Waterloo, Evesham, Worcester, Grocer. Jan 25. 
Comp. Reg March 8. 

White, Thos Geo, Aldersgate-st, Milliner. Feb 8. Comp. Reg 


March 7. 
——— Wm, Batley Carr, York, Joiner. Feb 22, Comp. Reg 
arch 9. 
Wood, Edwd, Jarrow, Durham, Grocer. Feb 10. Conv. 
Tuespay, March 14, 1865. 
Alexander, Tewson, Queen-st, Brompton, Comm Agent. March 9, 
Comp. Reg March 13. 
Ashby, ‘Thos Wm, Stamford, Lincoln, Journeyman Currier. March 
10. Cony. Reg March 11. 
Baker, Wm, South Penge-park, Surrey, Grocer. March 8. Comp. 
Reg March 13, 
Bainbridge, Jacob, Middridge, Durham, Farmer. Feb 17. 
Reg March 14. 
Balmain, Wm Hy, & Edwin Nolan, St Helen’s, Lancaster, Manufac- 
turing Chemists. March ll. Conv. Reg March 14. 
aa vanes Wm, Croydon-common,Grocer. Feb10. Conv. Reg March 


Reg March8, 


Cony. 


Brown, Richd, South Shields, Durham, Grocer. March 7. Cony. 
Reg March 14. 

Chapman, Jas, East Grinstead, Sussex, Draper. Feb10. Comp. Reg 
March 10. 

Clark, John, Birm, Woollen Draper. Feb 15. Asst. Reg March 10. 

Clement, Wm, Burgess Hill, Sussex, Baker, Feb 14. Conv. Reg 
March 10, 

Cornock, Richd, Frampton Cotterell, Gloucester, Edmd Cornock, 
Tytherington, Gloucester, & Maria Cornock, Iron Acton, Glouces- 
ter, Farmers. Feb 15. Asst. Reg March ll. 

Cowling, John, York, Cheesemonger. Feb 18. Cony. Reg March 11. 

Crook, Jas, Lancaster, Tailor. Feb 22. Cony, Reg March 13. 

Davies, Lewis Thos, Pontardawe, nr Swansea, Glamorgan, Grocer. 
Feb 16. Conv. Reg March 11. 

Davis, Jocob, Ann-st, Whitechapel, Glass Dealer. Feb 16. Comp. 
Reg March 13. 

De Piedge, Joseph, & James Jacques, Wakefield, York, Joiners. 

_Feb!3. Conv. Reg March 11. 

a Thos, Ballingdon, Essex, Brewer. March 11, Conv. Reg March 

Garrington, John, Darlaston, Stafford, Manufacturer. Feb 15. Comp. 
Reg March 14. 

Gayford, Geo, Basinghall-st, Umbrella Manufacturer. Feb 13. Comp. 
Reg March 11. 

George, Wm, Carisbrooke, Islo of Wight, Fellmonger, Feb 20, Comp. 
Reg March 13. 

Gilbert, Chas Hiliary, New Sarum, Wilts, Cabinet Maker. March 6, 
Comp. Reg March 11. 





Hardbottle, Jas, Chapel Haddlesey, York, Farmer. Feb 23, Comp. 
Reg March 10, 

Harris, Richd Nidd, Nottingham, Silk Merchant, March 3. Conv. 
Reg March 1}. 

Heymann, Isaac Julius, & Wilhelm, Kurtz, Bury-ct, St Mary-axe, 
General Merchants. Feb 20. Comp. Reg March 10. 

Hiiliar, John, Oxford-st, Patent Ventilator Maker. Feb 27. Comp. 
Reg March 10. 

Hodges, Edwd, Stapleton, Gloucester, Doctor of Medicine. March 7. 
Comp. Reg March 13, 

Holmes, Thos, Leeds, Plumber. Feb 11, Comp. Reg March II. 

Humphryes, Wm, New Ormond-st, Queen’s-sq, Licensed Victualler. 
Feb 18. Conv. Reg March 7. 

Jaques, Hy Louis, Holford-sq, Pentonville, Watch Maker. March 8, 

mp. Reg March 10. 

Jarrett, Geo, Douglas-villas, Surbiton-hill, Builder, Feb 28. Conv. 
Reg March 10. 

Murray, Saml, Pelham-ter, Bayswater, Comm Agent. Feb 8. Conv. 
Reg March 8. 

Nattrass, Matthew Blades, Rotherhithe, Master Mariner. March 2. 
Comp. Reg March 9. ) 
Nuttall, Jas, Barnoldswick, York, Grocer. Feb 20. Inspectorship. 

Reg March 13. 
Oliver, Hy, & Thos Scruton, Mincing-lane, Tea Merchants. March 


10, Inspectorship. Reg March 13. 

Pemberton, John, Lpool, Glass Dealer. Feb 11. Comp. Reg 
March 11. 

Puddy, Hy, Highbridge, Somerset, Grocer. Feb 22, Cony. Reg 
March 13. 

Rhodes, Cawthorne, Sheffield, Grocer. Feb 14. Conv. Rog 
March 13 


Rodgers, Julian Edwa Disbrowe, Denbigh-st, Pimlico, Surgeon. 
March 11. Comp. Reg March 13. 

Rounding, Francis, Kiluwick, York, Farmer. Feb 15, Conv. Reg 
March 10. 

Rouse, Morris, High-st, Poplar, Hair Dresser. Feb 24. Comp. Reg 
March 13. 

Sands, Thos Child, Leeds, Woolstapler. Feb 20. Conv. Reg March 


13. 
Shinton, John, Wolverhampton, Grocer. Feb 22. Conv. Reg March 


ll. 

Shirt, John, & Jas Wells, jun, Sheffield, Steel Manufacturers, March 
4, Comp. Reg March I4. 

Smith, Chas Croaker, Blue Anchor-road, Bermondsey, Carpenter. 
Feb 28. Comp. Reg March 13. 

Solomon, Solomon, Duke-st, Aldgate, Tailor. Feb 20. Comp. Reg 
March 13. 

Spyer, Lawrence, Alexander-st, Bayswater, Clerk, Feb 22, Comp. 
Reg March 11. 

Steels Thos, Bradford, York, Grease Manufacturer. March 2, Comp. 
Reg March 13. 

Streeter, Edwd, Bath, Contractor. Feb 22, Asst. Reg March 13, 

Sturgess, Hy, Salisbury, Wilts, Bricklayer. March 8. Conv. Reg 
March 14. 

Taylor, Wm, Orkney-ter, Battersea-park, out of business. March 8, 
Comp. Reg March 13. 

Tozer, Robt Maitland, Chepping Wycombe, Bucks, Grocer. Feb 15, 
Asst. Reg March 13. 

Tregillus, Edwd, Meavy, Devon, Miller. Feb 25. Conv. Reg March 
14 


Vann, Thos, Bordesley-green, nr Birm, Wire Worker. Feb 13. Letter 
of License. Reg March 13. 

Wagegett, Thos, Wm Champness, & John Shaw, Manch, Paper Dealers, 
Feb 10. Conv. Reg March 9. 

Walker, Wm, Colne, Lancaster, Manufacturer. Feb 14. Arrt. Rog 
March 11. 

Watkins, John, Adelaide-rd, Haverstock-hill, Gasfitter, March 1, 
Comp. Reg Marck 13. 

Whale, Peter Barfoot, Wickham, Southampton, Baker. Feb 9. Comp. 
Reg March 9. 

Willis, Hy, Sheffield, Steel Manufacturer. March 1. 
March 14. ‘ 

Young, Wm, Beverley, York, Coach Builder. Feb 14. Conv. Reg 
March 13, 


Comp. Reg 


Bankrupts. 
Fertpay, March 10, 1865. 
To Surrender in London. 
Beatley, Chas, Basingstoke, Southampton, Gun Maker. Pet March 7, 
March 20 at 2. Munday, Essex-st, Strand. 
Berry, John, Biggleswade, Bedford, Auctioneer. Pet March 6, 
March 20 at 1. Lawrence & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 
Butler, Geo, Lower Norwood, Surrey, Carpenter, Pet March 7. March 
20 at 2. Hooper, Holborn. 
Butler, Hy, Trinity-ter, Brixton, Carpenter. Pet March 7. March 
28 at lt. Wyatt, Gt Carter-lane. 
Carey, Joseph, Albert-villas, Tottenham, Carpenter. Pet March 8, 
March 22 at1l1. Brooks, New North-rd. 
Carruthers, Robt Wm, Rotherhithe-st, Rotherhithe, Grocer. Pet 
March 6. March 2t at 2. Parsons, Westminster. 
Carter, Wm, Ludgate-st, Stay Manufacturer. Tet March 6. March 
22at1. Phelps, Gresham-st. 
Cartwright, John Hy, Upper Thames-st, Merchant. Pet March 3, 
March 2lat 12. Grout, Cannon-st. 
Cliffen, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 7 (for pau). 
March 29 at 2. Hill, Basinghall-st. 
Davies, Owen Wm, Eltham, Kent, Grocer. Pet March 6, March 21 
atl. May & Norton, London-bridge. 
Goodey, Thos Tilbury, Peckham, Kent, Baker, Pet March 3. March 
29 at 12. Ody, Southwark. 
Gordon, Hy, Gracechurch-st, Colonial Brokers. Pet March 3. March 
29 at 12. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers, 
Harper, Nathaniel, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 8. March 
20at 2. Hill, Basinghall-st. 
Horn, Mark, Summer-town, nr Oxford, Butcher. Pet March 6, 
March 29 at 1. Hill, Basinghall-st. 
Hunter, John, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet March 8 (for pau). 
March 23at 12, Heydon, Lincoln’s-inn, 
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Justins, Chas Jas, Smethwicke, Stafford, Crinoline Manufacturer. 
Pet March7. March 22 at 1. Phelps, Gresham-st. 

Knight, Sir Joseph Abraham Douglas, Prisoner for Debt, London. 
Pet March 8. March 27 at 11. Hill, Basinghall-st. 

Lane, James Wakeman, Kentish-town-rd, Watchmaker. Pet March 
8. March 22 at 12. Wells, Moorgate-st. 

Le Geyt, Caroline, Balham, Surrey, Widow. PetJan16. March 22 at 
1. Goren. South Molton-st. 
Lombard, John, Gt Marylebone-st, Bootmaker. Pet March 6. March 

‘20 atl. Wetherfield, Moorgate-st. 

Manning, Edwin Eccles, Lewisham, Kent, Merchant’s Clerk. Pet 
March7. March 23 at 12. Stocken, Leadenhall-st. 

Miller, Wm, Richmond, Cabinet Maker. Pet March 8. March 22 at 
12. Branwell, Cannon-st. 

Obey, Edwin Thos, Rotherhithe, Surrey, out of business. Pet March 
4. March 29 atl. Ody & Adams, Southwark. 

Pearson, Fras, Threadneedle-st, Merchants. Pet Feb 27. Ashurst 

» Old Jewry. 

Pollock, Geo Shaw, Barnsbury -park, Islington, Commercial Traveller. 
Pet March 3. March 21 atl. Waldron, Lamb’s Conduit-st. 

Ranford, Edw Michael, Grange-rd, Bermondsey, Ironmonger. Tet 
March7. March 2lat 2. Silvester, Newington. 

Richardson, Hy Wm, Epsom, Surrey, out of business. Pet March 7. 
March 20at2. White, Russell-sq. 

Wilks, Geo, Chichester-pl, Bayswater, Cab Proprietor. 
March 20 at 2. Dod & Longstaffe, Oxford-st. 


To Surrender in the Country. 


Andrews, Joseph, Mansfield, Nottingham, Hatter. 
Birm, March 2) at 11. Maples, Nottingham. 

Ashton, John, Bowling, Bradford, Woolwasher, Pet March7 Brad. 
ford, April 11 at 9.45. Dawson, Bradford. 

Bailey, Mary Ann, Bath, Somerset, Lodging-house Keeper. 
March 7. Bath, March 28 at il, Wilton, Bath. 

Baker, John, Butterleigh, Devon, Miller. Pet March 6. 
March 20 at 11. Cockram, Tivertor. 

Baker, Robt, Arthuret, Cumberland, Innkeeper. 
Carlisle, March 22 at 11. Wright, Carlisle. 

Bartleet, Walter, Aston, Warwick, Carpenter. Pet March 6. 

Pet March 


Pet March 7. 


Pet March 7, 


Pet 
Tiverton, 
Pet March 4, 


Birm, 
March 20 at 10. Harrison & Wood, Birm, 
tt, John, Birkenhead, Chester, Journeyman Mason. 
8. Birkenhead, March 27 at !2. Moore, Birkenhead. 
Boulding, Jas, Kingsnorth, Kent, Labourer. Pet March 4. 
March 21 at 10. Minter, Folkeston. 
Bowerman, Thos, Birm, Warwick, Wholesale Butter and Egg Mer- 
chant. Pet March8. Birm, March 29 at i2. Parry, Birm. 
Bradwell, Robt, Salford, Lancaster, General Agent. Pet March 8. 
Salford, March 25 at 9.30. Cobbett & Wheeler, Manch. 





Ashford, 


Burnley, Saml, jun, Morley, Rag Merchant. Pet March 8. Leeds, 
March 20 atil. Harle, Leeds, 
Butler, Alfred Russell, Hastings,Fly Driver. Pet March9, Hastings, 


March 25 at ll. Bilton, Hastings. 

Carter, Hy, King’s Norton, Worcester, Wire Worker. 
Birm, March 20at 10. Sargent, Birm. 

Chaplin, Edwd, Hempton, Norfolk, Grocer. Pet March 8. 
Walsingham, March 23 at 3. Sadd, jun, Norwich. 

Clark, David McLellan, Llanidloes, Montgomery, Draper. Pet Feb 27. 
Lpool, March 22 atl. Sherratt, Wrexham. 

Coultous, John, Idle, York, Blacksmith. Pet March 7. Bradford, 
April 11 at 10. Hutchinson, Bradford. 

Davies, Robt, Lpool, Painter. Pet March 7. 
Price, Lpool. 

Davy, Wm, Stourbridge, Worcester, Earthwork Contractor. 
March 8. Stourbridge, March 31 at 10. Homer, Brierley-hill. 

Domett, Jas, Ottery St Mary, Devon, Iunkeeper. Pet March 7. 
Exeter, March 21 at li. Terrell, Exeter. 
Eastlake, Richd, Bromsgrove, Worcester, Attorney’s Clerk, 
March 4. Bromsgrove, March 20 at 11. Mole, Bromsgrove. 
Gardner, Wm, jun, Birm, out of business. Pet March 4. Oldbury, 
March l4atli. East, Birm. 

Glenister, Edwin, Luton, Bedford, Straw Hat Manufacturer. 
22. Bedford, March 24 at 10. Simpson, Luton, 

Griffiths, Jenkin Morgan, Aberavon, Glamorgan, boot and Shoe Maker. 
Pet March |. Neath, March 25 at 11. Cuthbertson, Neath. 
Hele, Robt Vhilip, Kingsbridge, Devon, Cordwainer. Pet March 4. 
Kingsbridge, March 2) at 11. Orton, Kingsbridge. 
Hargreaves, John, Fanworth, Lancaster, Beerseller, 
March 22 at 10. Edge, Bolton. 

Harrison, Chas, Leek, Stafford, General Hardware Dealer. 
7. March 29et 12. Parry, Birm. 

Holmes, Enoch, Longton, Stafford, out of business. 
Longton, March 25 at 11. Tennant, Hanley. 

Hopper, Wm Brimmacombe, Exeter, out of business. 
(for pau). Exeter, March 22 at 10. Floud, Exeter. 
Hughes, Edwd, Swansea, Glamorgan, out of business. 
Swansea, March 2l at 2. Gibbs, Swansea. 
Hughes, Jenkin, Margam, Glamorgan, Grocer. 

March 21 at !1. Kempthorne, Neath. 
Kendall, Wm Thos, Gt Grimsby, Lincoln, Bookseller. Pet March 8. 
Leeds, March 22 at 12. Grange & Wintringham, Gt Grimsby. 
Knowles, Edwd Stelfox, Little Neston, Chester, Hide broker. 
March 8. Birkenhead, March 27 at 12. Moore, Birkenhead, 
Law, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster, Adj Feb 15. Manch, March 
28 atll, 
Lowe, Edwd, Newton, Middlewich, Chester, Beerhouse Keeper. 
March 6. Lpool, March 20 at !2. Dunstan, Northwich. 
Martin, Jas Wakeham, Excter, out of business. I'et March 2 (for 
pau), Exeter, March 22 at 10. Floud, Exeter. 
Miiton, John, Taunton, Somerset, Boot and Shoe Maker. 
7. Taunton, March 20 at 11. Taunton, Taunton. 
Mitchell, John, ath, Commercial Boarding-house Keeper. 
March 7. Bath, March 28 at lt. Bartrum, Bath. 
Moore, Joseph Soloman, Lirm, Warwick, Merchant. 
Lirm, March 29 at 12. Collis & Ure, Birm. 
Mulroy, Thos, Birm, Labourer. fet Feb 17 (for pau). 
20 at 10. 
Newing, Wm Isaac, Little Thurrock, Baker. 
end, March 22 at 12, Sharland, Gravesend, 


Tet March 7, 
Little 


Lpool, March 22 at 3. 
Pet 


Vet 


Adj Feb 


Yet March 6, 
Pet March 
Pet March 4. 

Pet March 2 

Pet March 7. 
Tet March 6. Neath, 
Pet 


Pet 


Pet March 
Pet 
Yet March 7. 
Birm, March 


Tet March 7,  Graves- 





Odell, Wm, Lpool, Merchant, Pet March 7. Lpool, March 21 at 11. 
Martin, Lpool. 

Peters, Edw, Birm, Tortoiseshell and Ivory-box Maker. Pet March 7. 
Birm, March 24 at 12, Allen, Birm. 

Peters. Hy Hellier, Swansea, Glamorgan, Coal and Potatoe Merchant. 
Pet March7. Swansea, March 21 at 2. Morris, Swansea, 

Pomfret, Peter, Openshaw, Lancaster, Beerseller. Pet March 8. Manch, 
March 27 at 9.30. Andrews, Manch. 

Reavey, Jas, Leicester, Tailor, Pet March 6, Leicester, March 25 
at 10. Wilson, Leicester. 

Ridley, Thos, Merryshields, Northumberland, Farmer. Adj Feb 18. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, March 22 at 12. Hoyle, Newcastle-upon- 


Tyne. 

Sandland, Thos, Chester, Coach Builder. Pet March 3. Chester, 
March 24 at 10. Cartwright, Chester. 

Selfe, Wm, Wilton-next-Gravesend, Kent, Watchmaker. Pet March 
7. Gravesend, March 22 at 12, Sharland, Gravesend. 

Simeock, Jas, Burslem, Stafford, Timber Dealer. Pet March 8 
Hanley, April lat il. Lichfield, Newcastle-under-Lyme. 

Steel, John, Leeds, York, Boot Manufacturer. Pet Feb 14, 
March 20 at il. Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Stones, Saml, Over, nr Winsford, Chester, Miller. 
Lpool, March 21 at ll. Cooke, Over. 

Swithenbank, Robt, Bradford, York, Wool Sorter. 
Leeds, March 20 at tl. Simpson, Leeds. 

Sylvester, Wm, Alford, Lincoln, Solicitor’s Clerk. Pet March 8. Leeds, 
March 22 at 12. England & Co, Hull. 

Taylor, Chas, Gloucester, Boot and Shoe Maker. Pet March 6. Bristol, 
March 2lat ll. Wilkes. Gloucester. 

Taylor, Joseph, Birm, Grocer’s Assistant. Pet March 6. Birm, March 
20 at 10. Beaton, Birm. 

Toon, Joseph, Witherley, Leicester, Licensed Victualler. Pet March 
8. Atherstone, March 22 at 11. Wood, Tamworth. 

Trapnell, Eliza Sarah, Bristol, Ladies Outfitter. Pet March 6. Bristol, 
March 20 at 11. Benson, Bristol, 

Turner, John Smith, Wordsley, Stafford, Chemist. 
Stourbridge, March 31 at 10. Pearman, Stourbridge. 

Valantine, ‘Thos, Rhosllanerchrugog, Denbigh, Tailor. 
Lpool, March 22 at l!. Sherratt, Wrexham. 

Watts, Russell, Plymouth, Devon, out of business. Pet March 2 (for 
pau). Exeter, March 22 at 10. Floud, Exeter. 

White, Wm, Portland, Durham, Butcher. Pet March 8. 
March 21 at i2. Terrell, Exeter. 

Wilkinson, Jas, Patricroft, Lancaster, Farmer. Pet March 3. Manch, 
March 21 at 12. Eltoft, Manch. 

Willis, Thos Bowram, Sheflicld, out ef business. Pet March7. Shef- 
field, March 30 at 1. Micklethwaite, Sheffield. 


Leeds, 
Pet March 8- 


Pet March 7, 


Pet March 8, 





Pet March 6, 


Exeter, 


Tvespay, March 14, 1855. 
To Surrender in London. 
Barnes, Geo, Stifford, Grays, Essex, Smith. Pet March 6. March 29 
ati. Marshall, Hatton-garden. 
Bence, Thos Robt, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 9 (for pau): 
March 28 at 11. Steadman, Gt Leonard-st, Finsbury. 


Brown, Wm, City.rd, Commercial Traveller. Pet March 7. March 
29at 2. Marshall, Hatton-garden, 
Pet March 9. March 


Chapman, Geo, Eastbourne, Sussex, Draper. 
28 at 12. Woodbridge & Sons, Clifford’s-inn. 

Cole, Francis Joseph, Newton-rd, Westbourne-grove, Bayswater, 
Comm Merchant. Pet March 7. March 29 at 2. Heard, Devon. 
shire-ter, Hyde-park. 

Cooper, Jas Richd, Phillip-ter, Westbourne-sq, Stove and Range 
Manufacturer. Pet Maich 8. March 27 at 11. Atkinson, High 
Holborn. 

Dash, Wm Ily, Hampstead-rd, Journeyman Hatter. 
March 27 at 12. Johnson, Clifford’s-inn. 

Dawson, Saml Hurrion, Prisoner for Debt, Norwich. Pet March 9. 
March 27 at tl. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Hepworth, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 7 (for pau). 
March 28at1. Atkinson, High Holborn. 

Hiles, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. 
March 28 at |. Wetherfield, Moorgate-st. 

Holding, John Jas, Greenwich, Civil Service Clerk. Pet March 10. 
March 27 at 11. Carttar, Greenwich. 

Howard, Chas Wm, Denmark-ter, Walworth, Cheesemonger. Pet 
March 10. March 28 at 12. Drake, Basinghall-st. 
Kemp, Reuben John, Bedford, Draper. Pet March 10. 

Rhodes & Co, Chancery-lane. 

Knight, John Jacob, Kobert-st, Blackfriars-rd, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet March 6. March 28 at 12. Tanqueray & Co, Old Broad-st. 

Lea, Hy, Fleet-st, Publisher. Pet March 9. March 28 at II. Law- 
rance, Fenchurch-st. 

Nicholls, John Frederic, Prisoner for Debt, London. 
March 28 atl. Kent, Temple. 

Niemeyer, Fredk, Wells-st, Oxford-st, Tailor. Pet March 7. March 
27 atll. Miller & Miller, Sherborue lane. Y 

O’Connell, Peter, Herbert’s-passage, Strand, Journeyman Tailor. 
Pet March 8 March 28 atl. Atkinson, High Holborn. 

Palmer, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Moreh 11 (for pan). 
March 27 at 1. Bramwell, Basinghall-st. 

Parker, John Jas, Oval, Hackney-rd, Dairyman. 
March 27 at 11. Harrison & Lewis, Vld Jewry. 
lugh, Jas Geo, High-st, Wapping, Butcher. Pet March 10. 

27 at 12. Brutton, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. 

Roberts, Sir Randal Howland, Bart, Prisoner for debt, London, Pet 
March 9. March 27 at 12. Lewis, Raymond-bldgs, Gray’s-inn. 

Rooke, John, Cromwell-pl, Putney, Carpenter. Pet March 9. March 
27 at !l. Durant, Giuildhall-chambers. 

Skrymsher, Hy, James-st, St George’s, Baker. Pet March 7. March 
27at1. Turner, Whitechapel-rd. 5 

Smith, Richd John Tillotson, Camberwell-rd, Colonial Broker. Pet 
March 10. March 27 at 1. Head & Pattison, Martin’s-lane, Can- 
non-st. 

Watson, Wm, Trinity-st, Rotherhithe, Licensed Victualler. Pet March 
10. March 27at li. Slee & Robinson, Parish-st, Southwark. 

Withers, Edwd Russell, Crown-ct, Philpot-lane, Merchant. Pet Mareh 
10. March 28 at 12. Lawrance & Co, Uld Jewry-chambers. 


Pet March 10. 


Pet March 10 (for pau). 


March 27 atl. 


Pet March 8. 





Pet March 10, 





March 
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Wightman, Benj, Reading, Berks, Grocer, Pet Marchll. March 27 


at ll. Matthews & Co, Leadenhall-st. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Allen, Robt, Hulme, Manch, Beerseller. Pet Feb 21. Salford, March 
25 at 9.30. Gardner, Manch. 
Ball, John, Coalville, Whitwick, Leicester, Butcher. Pet March 9, 
Ashby-de-la-Zouch, March 27 at 11. Dewes, Ashby-de-la-Zouch. 
Beard, Edwin, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Fruiterer. Pet March 8. Cardiff, 
March 24 at ll. Griffith, Cardiff. 

Booth, John, Hanley, Stafford, Labourer. Pet March 1l. Hanley, 
Apnllatli. Tennant, Hanley. 

Brewer, John, Godalming, Surrey, Baker. Pet Feb 23. 
March 27 at 3. White, Dane’s-inn, Strand. 

Buckler, Devonport, Devon, Blacksmith, Pet March 9, East Stone- 
house, March 29 at 11. Edmonds & Sons, Plymouth, 

Bugden, John, Wimborne Minster, Dorset, Builder. Pet March 9. 
Wimborne Minster, March 24at 11. Moore, Wimborne Minster. 

Cann, Jas, Chawleigh, Devon, Maltster. Pet March 10. Exeter, 
March 27 at il. Floud, Exeter. 

Cansick, Nathan, Leeds, Currier. Pet March 10. Leeds, March 29 at 
12, Blackburn, Leeds. 

Chadwick, Jas, Oldham, Lancaster, Operative Cotton Carder. Pet 
March 11, Manch, March 24 at 11. Cobbett & Wheeler, Manch. 

Chapman, Joseph, Neath, Glamorgan, Baker. Pet March 9. Bristol, 
March 24 at ll. Webb, Bristol, & Randall, Neath. 

Clapham, Geo, Bath, Somerset, Baker. Pet March 10. Bath, March 
28 at 12. Collins, Bath. 

Croasdale, John, Prisoner for Debt, Manch, Pet March 7. Manch, 
March 30 at 11. Swan, Manck, 

Crossley, Jonathan, Cleckheaton, York, Journeyman Joiner. Pet 
March 9. Leeds, March 27 at 11. Harle, Leeds. 

Davies, John, Newport, Pembroke,Draper. Pet March 9. Cardigan, 
March 27 at 1l. George, Cardigan, 

Dewhurst, Jas, Peterborough, Northampton, Hatter. Pet March 3. 

Pet March 9. Leeds, March 


Godalming, 


Peterborough, March 25 at 12. Law, Stamford. 

England, John, Leeds, Leather Seller. 
29 at 12. Harle, Leeds. 

Evans, Eijah, Chapel, Essex, Thatcher. Pet March 11. Colchester, 
March 25 at 12, Cardinall, Halstead. 

Goodman, Selina, Chichester, Widow. Pet March 9. Brighton, March 
28 at 11. Howlett, Brighton. 

Grayson, Thos, Burley, Leeds, Tailor. Pet March 8. Leeds, March 
27 at 11. Mason, York. 

Green, Wm, Leeds, Pawnbrokers Assistant. Pet Marchll. Leeds, 
March 29 at 12. Harle, Leeds. 

Greenwood, John, Rochdale, Lancaster, Boot-maker. Pet March 9. 
Rochdale, March 28 at 11. Whitehead, Rochdale. 

Hanson, Ben, Hillhouse, nr Huddersfield, Flock Dealer. Pet March 6. 
Huddersfield, March 27 at 10, Craven, Huddersfield, 

Harrison, Geo, Lindsey, Lincoln, Surveyor of Taxes, Pet March 10. 
Leeds, April 5 at 12. Emsley, Leeds. 

Heppenstall, Wm, Almondbury, York, Accountant. Pet March 7. 
Huddersfield, March 27 at 10. Dransfield, Huddersfield. 

Hiley, Fredk Roger, Newark-on-Trent, Nottingham, Currier. Pet 
March 13. Birm, March 28 at 11. Rawlins & Rowley, Birm. 

Hodges Chas, Little Coxwell, Berks, Publican, Pet March 9, Faring- 
don, March 28 at 10. Bullen, Bampton. 

Hopkins, Geo, Cardiff, Glamorganshire, Outfitter. Pet March 3, 
Bristol, March 24 at 11. Henderson, Bristol. 

Huband, Thos, Birm, Cab Driver. Pet March 10, Birm, April 10 at 10. 
East, Birm. 

Jenkin, Wm Hy, Madon, Cornwall, Blacksmith. 
zance, March 22atll. Trythall, Penzance. 
Johnson, Saml, Hanley, Stafford, Commercial Trayeller. Pet March 

10. Hanley, April! at ll. Tennant, Hanley. 

Kendrick, Edwd, Hanley, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet March 9, 
Hanley, April lat 11. Tennant, Hanley. 

Kilmister, Wm, Westbury-upon-Trym, Gloucester, Farmer. Pet 
March 10, Bristol, March 24 at 12. Clifton & Beckingham. 

King, John, Guisborough, Newsagent. Pet March 10, Stokesley, 
March 25 at 12. Dobson, Middlesborough, 

Lakeman, John Nelder, Plymouth, Commercial Traveller. Pet March 
9. East Stonehouse, March 29 at 11, Edmonds & Sons, Plymouth. 

Leevers, Thos Jabez, Halifax, York, Tanner. Pet March 10. Leeds, 
a 27 at 11, Barstow & Son, Halifax, and Bond & Barwick, 

eds, 

Lewis, Wm, Ross, Hereford, Coach Builder. Pet Feb9. Ross, March 
16 at 12. Minett, Ross. 

Lewis, Thos, Egremont, Chester, Shipowner. Pet Feb 20. Lpool, 
March 24 at 11, Thomas & Gole, Lime-st, Leadenhall-st, and Evans 
& Co, Lpool. 

Marks, Moses, Birm, Boot and Shoe Factor. Pet March 11. 
March 31 at 12. Parry, Birm. 

Marsh, 4! Lamb, Leeds, Journeyman Plumber. Pet March 10, Leeds, 
March 29 at 12. Harle, Leeds. 

Marshall, Hy, & Thos Aurelius Attwood, Birm, Bankers. Pet March 
10. Birm, March 27 at 12. Whateleys & Co, Birm. 

Matthews, Wm Hy, Altrincham, Chester, Builder’s Clerk, Pet March 
8. Altrincham, March 27 at 12. Farrington, Manch. 

Morgan, Geo Hy, Swansea, Glamorgan, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
March 9. Swansea, April 5 at 2. Field, Swansea. 

Nattriss, Francis, Ulleskelf, York, Publican. Pet March 10, Tadcas- 
ter, March 27 at 12. Mann, York. 

Palmer, Wm, Bridgwater, Somerset, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet March 
ll, Bridgwater, March 29 at 10. Veysey, Bridgwater. 

Parker, Fredk, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Dec 17, Gravesend, 

Parry, Wm, Liechydole, Llandyfrydog, Anglesey, Labourer. 
March 9. Llangefni, March 30 at 11, Williams, Carnarvon. 

1 Pet March 4, Leeds, March 29 
at 12. Whiteley, Leeds. 

Ross, Jas, Wrexham, Denbigh, Watch Maker. Pet March 10. 

Royle, John, Irlam, nr Patricroft, Lancaster, Farmer, Tet March 9. 
Salford, March 25 at 9.30. Rylawe, Manch. 


Pet March 6. Pen- 
Birm, 


March 29 at 12. 
Tet 
Roberts, David, Leeds, Overlooker. 
Wrex- 
ham, March 30 at 11. Sherratt, Wrexham. 


Smith, Cyrus, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Higgler. Pet March 8. 
, 


Stoke-upon-Trent, March 31 at 11, Tennant, Hanley, 





Taylor, John, Prisoner for Debt, York, Adj March7. York, March 24 
at8. Mason, York. 

Wells, Peter Michael, Norwich, Tailor. Pet March9. Norwich, April 
3atill. Sadd, Norwich, 

Wernphrey, Roger, Gateshead, Durham,Grocer. Pet March 9. Gates- 
head, March 25 at 11. Joel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

White, Jobn, Cheltenham, Gloucestershire, Milkman, Pet March 9. 
Cheltenham, March 27 at 11. Stroud, Cheltenham. 

Whitmore, Mary Ann, Torquay, Newsvendor. Pet March 10, Exeter, 
March 24 at 12. Hooper & Co, Exeter. 

Wilton, John Robinson, Peterborough, Northampton, Innkeeper. Pet 
March 1. Peterborough, March 25 at il. Smedley, Peterborough. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, March 10, 1865, 
Hamerton, Wm, Sneinton, Nottingham, Painter. March 2. 








This day, tenth edition, pp. 784, price 25s., 
M\WE LAW OF JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
as altered by the Act of 1862, including Banking, Insurance, 
Mining, and General Companies, with the whole Law of Winding-up, and 
an Appendix of Statutes, General Rules, and Forms inChancery, &, By 
CHARLES WORDSWORTH, Esq., Q.C. 
London: Loneman, GREEN, & Co., Paternoster-row, 


VHE COMPANIES ACT, 1862.—The Books and 

Forms required under the above Act, also all other kinds of 

Account Books, with every Stationery requisite for Public Companies, 

the Counting-house, &c , supplied on the best terms, Printing of every 

description, Share Certificates, Official Seals, &c., designed and executed. 
Asu & Fiint, 49, Fleet-street, E.C., and London-bridge, S.E. 


OLICITORS, &e.—Large Front Room, as OFFICE, 


on Second Floor, situate in the best part of Chancery-lane. Rent, 
£25, no extras.—Apply at No. 24, 


HAMBERS TO BE LET, at the head of Chan- 

J cery-lane, in Holborn, comprising four elegant and commodious 

apartments, with W.C., &c.—Apply to ALEX, KIRKLAND, Estate Agent, 3, 
Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn. 

IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS.—TWENTY PER CENT. DISCOUNT. 

AMES TANN AND ; 














Law Stationers, Lithographers, & Printers, 
4, COOK’S COURT, LINCOLN’S INN, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED [TWENTY-NINE YEARS. 
Deeds and Writings Engrossed and Copied—TWENTY PER CENT. 
DISCOUNT. 
Engrossmerts—per folio, 2d.; fair copies, 14d.--TWENTY PER 
CENT. DISCOUNT. 
Pruintiye and Litnoarapny at moderate charges, 
*,* Country business promptly attended to, 


| AIN’S SOLICITORS’ BOOK-KEEPING, 

Seventh Edition, price 6s. To be had of Kain & Sparrow, 
Law and Mercantile Accountants, 69, Chancery-lane, W.C.; of Waters 
lows, London-wall, E.C.; and through all Booksellers, 


A CCOUNT BOOKS (Priced List free).— KAIN’S 
: SYSTEM is easily acquired ; it shows at a glance the results of the 
business.” Tobe had asabove. Adopters, 1,272; Account Books issued 
3,041 (to last year 1,153 and 2,715 respectively). 


LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 
ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 

















to Sterling Silver, Fiddle Pattern. Thread, King's. 
£s d Zs. 4. sad £38 4 

Table Forks, perdoz...e.. 110 Oandl 18 0 28 0 30 0 
Dessert ditto ..cescceceee 0 Oand! 0 0 1150 #2320 
110 Oand1 18 0 28 0 300 

1 0 Oand! 10 0 115 0 220 

«» O12 OandoO ls 0 13 6 110 6 

he Table asin Silver, A Sample Tea Spoon for- 





warded on receipt of 20 stamps. 
TI\O SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES, 
will find the best-made article lower than any other house. Lists 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis cr sent post free. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, oppo:ite Somerset Hous3 
Established nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 sent carciage free, 








NLACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, $s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s, 6d. to 50s.; Fire Ivons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setof six. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
6s, 6d. set of three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. the set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d. ; Coal Scuttles, 2s. 6d, A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celebrated for 50 years, 
Ivory Table Knives, I4s., 16s,, and 18s, per dozen, White Bone Knives 
and Forks, 8s, 9d. and 12s,; Black Horn ditto, 8s, and 10s, All war- 
ranted. 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmon- 
gery, &c. May be had gratis or post free. Every article marked in plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 
per rail. 

RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 836, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House, 
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Horth British and Mercantile Insurance Company. 


Incorporated by Royal Charter and Special Acts of Parliament. 





THE FIFTY-FIFTH ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING 


OF THE 
NORTH BRITISH AND MERCANTILE INSURANCE COMPANY 


WAS HELD IN THE 
COMPANY’S OFFICE, 64, PRINCE’S STREET, EDINBURGH, on MONDAY, 6ru MARCH, 1865, 
In terms of the constitution of the Company. 


On the motion of the Right Hon. Viscount Melville, K.C.B., JOHN STIRLING, Esq., of Kippendavie, Senior Extraordinary Director present, was 
called to the Chair. 





A Report by the Directors was read, showing the following results for the year 1864 :— 
FIRE DEPARTMENT. 


The PREMIUMS received during the year 1864 amounted to... + 00000£248,567 19 7 


Deduct Re-insmrances.....csccoreccvessccccccvccescesscess esoee 29,332 8 11 
————— £219,235 10 8 


During the year 1863 the Premiums, less Re-insurances, Were .s.e.ssesssecseceeccreeess 165,192 8 3 














Thus exhibiting a net increase Of...ccecccesccccesccccccerevcescessescecssecssesess £4,043 2 5 





The Total Losses by Fire, which during the past year were unusually heavy, 
AMOUN LE tO. ccccccesccvccecccrccvcsrsececsccseeessesesvecees eoccereccecerceses £193,900 18 6 


LIFE DEPARTMENT. 
1240 NEW POLICIES were issued, insuring ....cccccccceceeescecccsessereseseeess£1,034,578 0 O 
31/895 1 2 









And adding to the Revenue the sum Of cccccccccccevccercccccserscccecesscess 
Of Annual Premiums. 
The DEATHS during the Year were 109 in number, Assuring, with Bonus Additions .. 89,119 9 3 
Which was considerably under the expectation by the Company’s Tables. 
Inthe ANNUITY DEPARTMENT 31 Bonds had been granted, for which was received 
the sum of ...... . va ectcce 19,858 14 5 
The RESERVED FUN ee 256,762 15 9 


se 5 
The ACCUMULATED FUND to .scoceeeee coccece eccce coe 2,304,512 7 10 
And the ANNUAL REVENUE to. .s.eee . oe 6 2 

On the motion of Robert Blair M hie, Esq., Jed by John White Cater, Esq., the Report was unanimously approved of, and a Dividend 
was declared of 12s. 6d. per Share, or 10 per cent. on the paid-up Capital Stock of the Company, payable on 20th March current, free of Income-tax. 

On the motion of Sir James Gardiner Baird, Bart., seconded by John Brown Innes, Esq. :—Sir Walter James, Bart., John Cookson, Esq., of Mel- 
don Park, and the Right Hon. Viscount Melville, K.C.B., were re-elected as Extraordinary Directors ; James Campbell Tait, Esq., Laurence David- 
son, Esq., and David Baird Wauchope, Esq., as ordinary Directors of the Edinburgh Board: and Pascoe du Pre Grenfell, Esq., Adolphus Klockmann, 
Esq., and James du Buisson, Esq ., as Ordinary Directors of the London Board. 

bw the motion of the Chairman, seconded by Dr. Alexander Wood, the thanks of tle Meeting were, with acclamation, voted to the Directors of 
the Company. 

The coaeiel thanks of the Meeting were then, on the motion of George Auldjo Jamieson, Esq., seconded by David Baird Wauchope, Esq., voted 
to the Local Boards and Agents. 

On the motion of John White Cater, Esq., seconded by Dr. Burt, a special vote of thanks was given to John Ogilvie, Esq., the Secretary in Edin- 
burgh, who has been for the long period of fifty years in the service of the Company, and the Meeting recommended the Directors to testify their 
sense of his attention to the interests of the Company by some substantial mark of their confidence, 

On the motion of the Right Hon, Viscount Melville, the thanks of the Meeting were voted to the Chairman. 


30NUS YEAR. 
On the Close of the Books on 31st December next, the Sixth Septen nial Investigation, with the view to a Divison of Profits in 
the Life Business, will be made. All Participating Policies opened on or before that date will share. 


ESTABLISHMENT, 1865.—Orrice Beargrs, 








President. 
HIS GRACE THE DUKE OF ROXBURGHE, K.T. 
Vice-Presidents. 
HIS GRACE THE DUKE OF SUTHERLAND. | THE MOST NOBLE THE MARQUIS OF ABERCORN, K.G. 
SIR JOHN L. M. LAWRENCE, Bart., G.C.B. and K.S.L., Viceroy of India. 
/ Ordinary Directors. 

Edinburgh. London. 
FREDERICK PITMAN, Esq., W.S. JOHN WHITE CATER, Esq., Merchant, 
JOHN BROWN INNES, Esq., W.S. CHARLES MORRISON, Esq., Merchant. 
HENRY D. FERGUSSON, Esq., W.S. JUNIUS S. MORGAN, Esq., Merchant. 
JOHN MAITLAND, Esq., Accountant-General to the Court of Session. JOHN H. WM. SCHRODER, Esq., Merchant. 
R. BLAIR MACONOCHIE, Esq , W.S. GEORGE GARDEN NICOL, Esq., Merchant. 
Sir JAMES GARDINER BAIRD, Bart. GEORGE YOUNG, Esq., Merchant. 
DAVID DAVIDSON, Esq, Treasurer of Bank of Scotland. ALEX. HENRY CAMPBELL, Esq., Merchant. 
GEORGE AULDJO JAMIESON, Esq., C.A.} PHILIP CHAS, CAVAN, Esq., Merchant, 
J. F. WALKER DRUMMOND, Esq., Merchant. PETER P, RALLI, Esq., Merchant. 


P. DU PRE GRENFELL, Esq., Merchant. 


JAMES CAMPBELL TAIT, Esq., W.S. 
A. KLOCKMANN, Esq., Merchant, 


LAURENCE DAVIDSON, Esq., W.S. 





D. B. WAUCHOPE, Esq., Merchant, Leith. JAMES DU BUISSON, Esq., Merchant. 
“ Manager of Fire Department—GEORGE H. WHYTING. 
Secretary—JOHN OGILVIE. oreign Superintendent—G. H. BURNETT. 
Actuary—ANDREW. BADEN, Junr. 
tuary—DAVID CHISHOLM, ’ 
Ac Secretary—F. W. LANCE. 
Medical Officer—JOHN G. M. BURT, M.D., President of the Royal : Surveyor—THOMAS PIPER. 
é College of Physicians, Edinburgh. Medical Officers—A. H. HASSALL, M.D., R. CHEVALLIER CREAM, 
MD. 


Inspector of Agencies—ALFRED GOOD. 
General Manager—DAVID SMITH, 

HEAD OFFICES. 
EDINBURGH. eoeesssscsccvesees eccece 
LONDON..+++ + 


Auditor—GEORGE MURRAY, C.A. 


+ -64, Prince’s-street. 
+ eecccerccccces 61, Threadneedle-street, E.C. 
ai eabGs ar cevedheceqvacedccncgceces OEE Office, 8, Waterloo-place, Pall Mall, S.W. 
GLASGOW. cecceccescrcecccceccosecoescoss Branch Osfice,.102, St. Vincent-street. 
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SOUTH AFRICAN LAND AND FINANCE COMPANY 


(LIMITED). 


Incorporated under the Companies’ Act of 1862, by which the Liability of the Shareholders is limited 
to the Amount of their Shares. 
CAPITAL, £500,000; FIRST ISSUE, £250,000. 
In 10,000 Shares of £25 each. 


Deposit on Application £1 per Share, and £4 on Allotment, and the remainder in calls not exceeding £4 per Share, 
and at intervals of not less than four months. 


A Minimum Dividend of 7 per cent. for the first year, and 10 per cent. for the second and third years, is guaranteed to the 
Shareholders to the satisfaction of the Directors. 





Directors. 
SAMUEL GIBSON GETTY, Esq., M. P. ae . ye 
JAMES BLACK. Esq., Director of the Standard Bank of British South Africa (Limited), London. 
GEORGE WALTER CONSTABLE, Esq., St. Michael’s House, Cornhill, E.C. < : 
WILLIAM DUNN, Esq., Merchant, 150, Leadenhall-street, E C., and Port Elizabeth, South Africa, 
* D. J. DU PLESSIES, Esq., Member of the Divisional Council, Colesberg. 
* HENRY GREEN, Esq , Civil Commissi , and Resi Magistrate of Colesberg. 
* RICHARD ALLEN GREEN, Esq., Member of the Divisional Council, Colesberg. 
* L. J. VON MALTITZ, Esq., Member of the House of Assembly, Colesberg. | . 
ROBERT WHITE, Esq., Director of the Standard Bank of British South Africa (Limited), London, 
STEWART S, WINDHAM, Esq., 14, Connaught-place, W. 
* These gentlemen will constitute the Local Board. 


Agents in Cape Town. 
Messrs. DEANE, JOHNSON, & Co. 
Bankers. 
THE CITY BANK, Threadneedle-street, E.C. 
THE STANDARD BANK OF BRITISH SOUTH AFRICA (Limited), 90, Cannon-street, E.C. 
Brokers. 
Messrs. EYKYN BROTHERS, 22, Change-alley, E.C. 
Solicitors. 
Messrs. KINGSFORD & DORMAN, 23, Essex-street, Strand, W.C. 





Auditors. 
Messrs, JONNSTONE, COOPER, WINTLE, & EVANS, 3, Coleman-street- buildings, E.C. 
Secretary (pro tem). 
T. R. EAMES, Esq. 
Temporary Orricss—ST, MICHAEL’S HOUSE, ST. MICHAEL'S-ALLEY, CORNUILL, E.C. 





ABRIDGED PROSPECTUS. 


The Company proposes to buy and lease farm lands; to improve these lands by irrigation and farming operations as carried on in Australia and 
New Zealand; to stock and farm them, and to import both agricultural implements from Europe and pure blood of all descriptions of stock, 
for the improvement of the flocks, and for sale to the farmers in the colony. 

The Company wili, further, be open to make advances against the produce of the country, consisting of wool, skins, ostrich feathers, and other 
staples, 

The Company also proposes to organise forthwith a regular system of transport of merchandise from the ports to the inland towns, from which 
source alone a considerable income is anticipated. 

The Company will take powers to negociate loans required for public works in any of the South African colonies. 

A minimum dividend of 7 per cent. for the first year, and 10 per cent. for the second and third years, is guaranteed by the vendor upon the 
paid-up capital. The Local Board is of opinion that a much larger dividend may be expected after the second year. 

In the event of no allotment being made the deposits will be returned in full. Should a less number of shares be allotted than are applied for, 
the deposits will be made available towards the payment on allotment, and the balance, if any, returned to the applicant. 

Detailed Prospectuses and Forms of Application for Shares mzy be had of the Brokers, of the Secretary, at the Temporary Offices, St. Michael’s 
House, Cornhiil, E.C., and at the Offices of the International Contract Company, 85, Cannon-street West, E.C. The Articles of Association and the 
agreement with the vendor may be inspected at the Solicitors’, and at the ‘temporary Offices of the Company. ae 


, SOUTH AFRICAN LAND and FINANCE COMPANY (Limited)—NOTICE is HEREBY 
GIVEN, that the LIST of APPLICATIONS for SHARES in this Company will be CLOSED this day, SATURDAY, 18th of March, for 

London, and on Monday, the 20th of March, for the country. (By order) T. Rs EAMES, Secretary pro tein. 
St. Michael’s House, St. Michael’s-alley, Cornhill, March 18, 1865, 





IX PER CENT. DEBENTURES, for three, 
five, or seven years, secured on Freehold Property in London. 
— The Directors of the INNS OF COURT HOTEL COMPANY 
(Limited) will receive TENDERS of LOANS at 6 r cent, per 
annum, for three, five, or seven years, on Debentures of £50 or £100 
each, to be a first-charge on the freehold property of the Company, 
valued at not less than £120,000. The sum of about £70,000 has already 
been expended in purchase of site and on the building. The powers of 
the Company to borrow on these Debentures will be limited by deed to 
£80,000: that sum, therefore, cannot be exceeded. In allotting the 
Debentures, priority of application will be considered. 
This Company is one of the few which offer Debentures secured on free- 
hold property in England not otherwise mortgaged. 
For further particulars, and forms of application, apply to the Secre- 
tary, at the offices, 63, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 
H, T. L. BEWLEY, Secretary, 





— 


DD2BENTURES at 64, 6}, and 63 per CENT.— 
The EAST INDIA FINANCIAL ASSOCIATION (LIMITED.) 
Capital (fully subscrived), £1,000,000. Paid up £150,000. 


DIRECTORS. 

T. M, Robinson, Esq. 

Sir J. S. D. Scott, Bart. 
H. D. Seymour, Esq. M.P. 
F. C, Sandes, Esq. 


L. Balfour, Esq. 
J. Layton, Esq. 
Lieut.-Col. W. MacGeorge. 
W. Moran, Esq. 
J. C. Palmer, Esq. 
G. F. Rimington, Esq., Manager. 
Established Agencies and Committees in Bombay and Calcutta, 
Bankers.—Agra and Masterman’s Bank,'Limited. 
Solicitors.—Messrs. Uptons, Johnson & Upton. 





N.B,—A Commission will be allowed to Solicitors. 





Wwa4x TED, by the LIFE INVESTMENT, 
MORTGAGE, and ASSURANCE COMPANY (Limited), DIS- 
TRICT SUPERINTENDENTS of AGENTS for several localities in 
England and Scotland. Middle-aged men preferred.— Apply, Head Office, 
8, New Bridge-street, Blackfriars, EDWIN YELLAND, Manager. 





The Directors of this Association, the principal operations of which 
are those of a Land Credit Company for India, are prepared to receive 
subscriptions for an issue of Debentures for £150,000, bearing Interest at 
G6}, 65, and 6$ per cent., for one, two, and three years, secured by all the 
property of the Company, including first-class land and house mortgages 
in India, in which securities the moneys so raised are to be invested, 

The interest will be paid half-yearly by coupons. : 

7, East India-avenue, Leadenhall-street, London. 





